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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  1005 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


January  8,  1951 

Mr.  Dingell  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importa¬ 
tion  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
and  bedding  material. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 

4  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 

5  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma  and  the  words  “and 

6  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 

7  and  bedding  materials”. 
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thorize,  for  a  temporary  period,  the  purchase  by  the 
Government  of  anthracite  in  amounts  sufficient  to  main¬ 
tain  normal  production  and  employment  in  the  anthra¬ 
cite  region.  Representative  Flood,  author  of  the  last- 
mentioned  bill,  explained  die  general  objectives  of  the 
proposal.  \ 

MOBILIZATlb^I,  MONOPOLY 

Committee  on  the  judiciary:  James  K.  Knudson,  De¬ 
fense  Transport  Administrator,  testified  today  on  the 
monopoly  aspects  of  the  mobilization  program  before 
the  Celler  Subcommittfe^  on  the  Study  of  Monopoly 
Power,  which  concluded  its  public  hearings  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  \ 

\ 

ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY 

Committee  on  Public  W or\s:  Voted  (15  to  12)  to  table 
H.  J.  Res.  4,  approving  U.  S.-Canadian  agreement  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  development  of  resources  of  the  Great  Lakes- 
St.  Lawrence  Basin.  This  joint  resolution,  which  was 
introduced  by  Representative  Blatnik,  was  the  last  re¬ 
maining  measure  on  this  subject  to  be  referred  for  com¬ 
mittee  -study  and  consideration,  all  other  having  been 
tabled  at  previous  meetings. 


BALING  TWINE— GI  ADMISSIONS  TAX- 
CUSTOMS  SIMPLIFICATION 

Committee  on  Ways  and  Means:  Ordered  the  following 
bills  reported  favorably  to  the  House — 

H.  R.  1005,  to  permit  free  importation  of  twine  used 
for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding 
materials  (with  two  technical  amendments);  and 


H.  R.  4601,  to  provide  that  the  admissions  tax  shall 
not  apply  in  respect  of  admissions  free  of  charge  of  uni¬ 
formed  members  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Also  announced  that  public  hearings  have  been  sched¬ 
uled  to  begin  Monday,  August  6,  on  H.  R.  1535,  making 
miscellaneous  amendments  to  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  and 
certain  related  acts,  for  the  most  part  liberalizing  or 


relaxing  certain  import  provisions.  This  legislation  will 
be  known  as  Customs  Simplification  Act  of  1951. 

Joint  Committee  Meetings 

DEFENSE  PRODUCTION 

Conferees  continued,  in  executive  session,  on  S.  1717, 
amending  and  extending  for  1  year  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  reaching  the  following  agreements: 
Continuing  on  the  differences  betvyden  the  House-  and 
Senate-passed  versions  of  the  portion  of  the  bill  on 
amendments  to  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947  (rent 
control),  the  House  conferees  accepted  the  Senate- 
passed  provision  providing  .that  the  President  would  fix 
rents  in  critical  defense  hdusing  areas,  using  base  period 
of  May-June  1950;  House  conferees  receded  from  House 
amendment  which  would  have  allowed  local  bodies  to 
prevent  impositioi/of  rent  controls  in  places  declared 
to  be  critical  defense  housing  areas  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  by  Director  of  Defense  Mobilization;  and 
the  House  conferees  also  accepted  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  which  prohibits  imposition  of  Federal  rent  con¬ 
trols  in  States  or  local  governments  having  local  rent 
control  as  long  as  rents  in  such  areas  do  not  increase 
faster  than  the  national  average  increase.  Conferees 
rueet  in  night  session  (7:30)  to  continue  their  work. 

APPROPRIATIONS— INTERIOR 

♦  .  •  * 
Conferees  on  H.  R.  3790,  Interior  appropriations  for 

1952,  met  again  in  executive  session  to  continue  work¬ 
ing  out  differences  between  the  House-  and  Senate- 
passed  versions  of  the  bill.  They  did  not  conclude,  and 
will  m^  again  tomorrow. 

FUR  LABELING 

Conferees  on  H.  R.  2321,  to  protect  consumers  and 
others  against  misbranding,  false  advertising,  and  false 
invoicing  of  fur  products  and  furs,  agreed  to  file  con¬ 
ference  report  on  the  differences  between  the  House- 
and  Senate-passed  versions  of  the  bill. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  FOR  FRIDAY,  JULY  27 

(All  meetings  are  open  unless  otherwise  designated) 

Senate 

Committee  on  Appropriations,  Subcommittee  on  Army  Civil 
Functions,  10:30  a/m.,  room  F-39,  Capitol;  Subcommittee  on 
State,  Justice,  Commerce  appropriations,  executive,  10  a.  m., 
room  F-82,  Capitol. 

Committepon  Finance,  on  H.  R.  4473,  tax  revision,  10  a.  m., 
312  Senate/Office  Building. 

Comm/ttee  on  Foreign  Relations,  on  S.  1762,  mutual  security, 
with  S/rettffy  Marshall,  10:30  a.  m.,  318  Senate  Office  Building. 

Select  Committee  on  Small  Business,  subcommittee,  on  S.  719, 
pr/e  discrimination  and  basing  point,  10  a.  m.,  457  Senate 
Office  Building. 


V- 

House 

Committee  on  Agriculture,  on  H,  R.  4521,  extending  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948  until  December  31,  1956,  10  a.  m.,  1310  New 
House  Office  Building.  Witnesses  will  be  Lawrence  Myers,  Di¬ 
rector/Sugar  Branch,  Department  of  Agriculture;  and  Gordon 
Peyton,  representing  certain  manufacturers.  ,, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services,  Kilday  Subcommittee  No.  2 
on  H.  R.  33 66,  to  amend  Career  Compensation  Act  regarding 
bonus  payments  for  certain  enlistments,  and  other  bills,  10  a.  m., 
313-A  Old  House  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments, 
Holifield  special  subcommittee  on  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
administration  and  related  matters,  10  a.  m.,  429  Old  Hoh^ 
Office  Building. 
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July  26,  1951 


Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  on  Mutual  Security  Program, 
room  G'-^Capitol.  Executive  session  (io  a.  m.)  to  hear  Richard 
Bissell,  Deputy-.^.dministrator,  ECA;  John  H.  Ohly,  Acting 
Assistant  Director,  Office  of  International  Security  Affairs;  Brig. 
Gen.  George  H.  01msted7T>epy,ty  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  G-4, 
Department  of  the  Army.  Executwe^session  (2:30  p.  m.)  to 
hear  Ambassador  Charles  M.  Spofford,  Uf'-S^Deputy  to  North 
Atlantic  Council  (NATO  operations  in  Europe^  Gen.  A. 
Franklin  Kibler,  Director,  Joint  American  Military  Advisory 
Group;  Ambassador  Milton  Katz,  ECA  special  representative 
for  Europe  (Economic  operations  in  Europe);  and  William 
Batt,  U.  S.' Member,  Defense  Production  Board  (ElurOpe 
production).  .  -  " 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  /iff  air  s',  B  e  n  t  s  e  n  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Lands  to  consider  H.  R.  1638,  to  facilitate  the 
management  of  the  national^xrrtfsystem  and  miscellaneous  areas 
administered  in  connection  with  that  system;  and  H.  R.  3937 
and  3938,  similar  bllls,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  administer,  operate,  maintain,  etc.,  until  such  time  as  estab¬ 
lished,  the  properties  acquired  for  the  establishment  of  the  In¬ 


ean 


dependence  National  Historical  Park,  10  a.  m.,  1324  New  House 
Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  Beckworth 
Special  Subcommittee  on  Newsprint  in  open  hearings,  10  a.  m., 
1334  New  House  Office  Building,  • 

Committee  on  the  judiciary,  Bryson  Subcommittee  No.  3  on 
H.  R.  4915,  to  amemh  title  18  of  the  U.  S.  Code,  relating  to 
sabotage,  executive,  10  a.  m.,  345  Old  House  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  executive  consid- 
ffon  of  Federal  pay  increase  legislation,  10  a.  m.,  213  Old 
se  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  Forand  Subcommittee  on 
Unemployment  fngurance,  on  H.  R.  3393,  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  to  provi'de~.ynemployment  insurance  for  Federal 
civilian  employees,  executive',  roa.  m.,  1102  New  House  Office 
Building. 

Joint  Committee 

Conferees,  executive,  on  H.  R.  3790,  Interior  appropriate 
10  a.  m.,  room  F-37,  Capitol. 
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S2d  Congress 
1st  Session 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


Report 

No.  771 


PROVIDING  FOR  THE  FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER 

TWINE 


July  27,  1951.- — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Doughton,  from  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  1005] 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
hill  (H.  R.  1005),  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably 
thereon  with  amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill,  as  amended, 
do  pass. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

In  line  7,  insert  a  comma  immediately  before  the  quotation  mark. 

After  line  7,  insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  Act  shall  be  effective  with  respect  to 
articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for  consumption  after  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  Act. 

PURPOSE 

This  bill  would  provide  for  the  entry,  free  of  duty,  of  twine  chiefly 
used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  materials, 
which  is  commonly  referred  to  as  baler  twine.  This  would  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  amending  paragraph  1622  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  which  paragraph  now  provides  for  the  entry,  free  of  duty, 
of  binder  twine.  Under  the  existing  provisions  of  paragraph  1622  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  binding  twine  is  admitted  free  of  duty  if — 

manufactured  from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila,  istle  or  Tampico 
fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn,  or  a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  of  single  ply 
and  measuring  not  exceeding  750  feet  to  the  pound. 

Under  the  bill,  these  restrictions  will  apply  not  only  to  binder  twine, 
but  also  to  baler  twine  which  is  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  materials. 


2  PROVIDING  FOR  THE  FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER  TWINE 


GENERAL  STATEMENT 

Baler  twine  is  now  subject  to  duty  at  15  percent  ad  valorem.  It 
is  used  principally  in  automatic  pick-up  hay  balers  to  tie  and  bind 
bales  of  hay,  straw,  and  fodder  crops.  It  first  came  into  use  in  1939, 
and  its  use  has  increased  materially  since  that  time  due  to  the  steadily 
increasing  use  of  automatic  pick-up  twine  balers  by  farmers  who  find 
that  such  bailing  is  efficient  and  economical.  Binder  twine,  which  is 
also  an  agricultural  twine,  and  which  is  used  primarily  for  binding 
sheaves  of  grain  and  corn,  and  in  some  cases  hay,  has  been  duty-free 
since  1896.  In  many  other  instances,  Congress  has  exempted  from 
duty  commodities  and  implements  used  in  agricultural  pursuits. 

The  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  held  in  the  case  of 
Wilbur-EUis  Co.  v.  United  States  (26  C.  C.  P.  A.  402  (1939)),  that  the 
baling  of  hay  is  an  agricultural  pursuit.  That  case  involved  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  entry  of  wire-baling  ties  which  were  held  entitled  to  entry 
free  of  duty  under  paragraph  1604  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  agri¬ 
cultural  implements.  Yet,  by  a  ruling  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  on  October  15,  1945,  holding  that  baler  twine  falls  within 
paragraph  1005  (b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  baler  twine  used  for  the 
same  purposes  as  baling  wire  is  now  dutiable  at  15  percent  ad  valorem. 
This  decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  is  still  in  the  process 
of  litigation. 

Your  committee  believes  that  there  is  no  just  basis  for  distinguishing 
between  the  tariff  status  of  such  essential  commodities  of  similar  use  ( 
on  the  farm  as  binder  twine,  baling  wire,  and  baler  twine.  This  bill 
will  place  baler  twine  on  the  same  duty-free  status  as  binder  twine 
and  baling  wire,  which  is  in  accord  with  the  established  policy  of 
Congress  to  admit  agricultural  commodities  and  implements  free  of 
duty. 

Witnesses  representing  farmers  and  farm  organizations  appeared 
before  your  committee  and  testified  that  there  is  an  acute  shortage  of 
baler  twine.  Many  reports  have  been  received  that,  even  at  the  high 
prices  for  which  baler  twine  is  now  selling,  it  is  impossible  to  obtain 
sufficient  supplies  of  this  twine,  which  has  resulted  in  losses  of  hay 
crops.  The  representatives  of  the  farm  organizations  testified  that  a 
growing  number  of  farmers  are  demonstrating  a  preference  for  baler 
twine  over  baling  wire  both  from  the  standpoint  of  greater  safety  to 
livestock  and  greater  economy  of  operation  of  balers  using  twine  over 
balers  using  wire.  Although  domestic  manufacturers  of  baler  twine 
testified  that  production  in  the  current  year  is  at  a  higher  rate  than 
in  the  previous  year,  they  agreed  that  in  many  areas  of  the  country 
farmers  have  been  unable  to  obtain  baler  twine  in  sufficient  quantity 
to  meet  their  needs. 

Testimony  presented  before  your  committee  was  in  general  agree¬ 
ment  that  imports  of  baler  twine  would  be  increased  by  providing 
for  duty-free  entry.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  American 
farmer  would  not  insist  upon  as  high  a  standard  of  quality  in  the 
baler  twine  imported  free  of  duty  as  he  insists  upon  today  in  baler 
twine  subject  to  duty  and  baler  twine  produced  by  domestic  man¬ 
ufacturers. 

Yet  the  benefit  to  the  American  farmer  accorded  by  this  bill,  in 
the  judgment  of  your  committee,  will  result  in  no  substantial  adverse 
effect  upon  the  domestic  producers  of  baler  twine.  The  record  of  the 
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hearings  before  your  committee  affords  no  basis  for  concluding  that 
the  elimination  of  the  present  duty  would  prevent  domestic  manu¬ 
facturers  from  selling  their  production  of  baler  twine  at  a  reasonable 
price. 

Nor  would  there  be  an}1-  adverse  effect  upon  the  national  security 
of  the  United  States  from  the  removal  of  the  present  tariff  on  baler 
twine.  Arguments  were  presented  that  the  stockpiling  objectives  of 
the  Munitions  Board  might  be  endangered  on  the  ground  that  there 
would  not  be  a  domestic  industry  large  enough  to  handle  the  rotation 
of  the  fibers  if  imports  of  baler  twine  were  allowed  to  come  in  duty-free. 
It  is  understood,  however,  that  foreign  producers  of  baler  twine  have 
already  been  asked  to  share  in  the  rotation  of  the  stockpile  maintained 
in  this  country. 

Accordingly,  there  seems  to  be  no  sound  reason  for  denying  the 
plea  of  the  four  major  American  farm  organizations  to  relieve  the 
American  farmer  from  the  penalty  of  the  tariff  on  baler  twine  under 
existing  law  through  passage  of  H.  R.  1005.  In  their  joint  testimony 
before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  the  representatives  of 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  National  Council  of 
Farmer  Cooperatives,  the  National  Farmers  Union,  and  the  National 
Grange  urged  that  passage  of  the  bill  is  in  the  public  interest  for  the 
following  reasons: 

First,  to  carry  out  a  long-established  tariff  policy  of  Congress  to  admit  free 
binding  twine. 

Second,  to  increase  the  supply  of  baler  twine  available  in  this  country. 

Third,  to  bring  about  a  more  reasonable  price. 

Fourth,  to  provide  healthy  competition  in  which,  we  firmly  believe,  the 
domestic  producer  will  continue  to  retain  the  bulk  of  a  rapidly  expanding  market. 

Fifth,  to  protect  the  American  food  supply. 

A  favorable  report  on  the  bill  was  received  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  reported  that  the  bill  is  in 
accord  with  the  program  of  the  President. 

Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill, 
as  introduced,  are  shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be 
omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics, 
existing  law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman): 

Paragraph  1622  of  Section  201  of  Title  II  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 

Amended 

Par.  1622.  All  binding  [twine  manufactured]  tivine,  and  twine  chiefly  used  for 
baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  materials  manufactured  from  New 
Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila,  istle  or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn,  or 
a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  of  single  ply  and  measuring  not  exceeding 
seven  hundred  and  fifty  feet  to  the  pound. 
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H.  R.  1005  is  permanent  legislation  involving  in  long-range  effect 
our  national  security,  the  welfare  of  our  domestic  cordage  industry, 
and  the  American  farmer.  In  our  opinion  the  result  of  enactment 
of  H.  R.  1005  will  be  injurious  to  all  three. 

The  alleged  purpose  of  H.  R.  1005  is  to  cure  an  emergency  shortage 
of  baler  twine  used  by  our  farmers,  principally  in  the  automatic  pick-up 
hay  baler  to  tie  and  bind  the  compressed  bales  of  hay  and  fodder. 
The  present  shortage,  like  other  shortages,  has  arisen  as  the  result 
of  post-Ivorea  excessive  buying — unfortunately  encouraged  by  re¬ 
sponsible  farm  publications. 

There  is  a  close  balance  between  supply  and  demand  of  fibers  from 
which  baling  twine  is  made.  This  is  evidenced  by  its  practically  dou¬ 
bling  in  price  during  the  last  few  months  on  the  world  market.  All 
such  fiber  is  produced  outside  the  United  States,  and  our  manufacturers 
must  purchase  it  in  competition  with  foreign  manufacturers. 

That  our  manufacturers  were  not  remiss  in  their  efforts  to  assure  an 
adequate  domestic  supply  is  clear  from  the  fact  that  in  the  current 
year  they  have  supplied  our  domestic  distributors  with  110,529,000  Q 
pounds  as  contrasted  with  67,245,000  pounds — a  normal  supply — last 
year.  Furthermore,  the  fairness  of  the  manufacturers’  price  is  evident 
from  the  fact  that  while  the  fiber  cost  advanced  15  cents  per  pound, 
their  twine  prices  have  been  advanced  only  9.7  cents  per  pound.  The 
current  price  of  Canadian  binder  twine,  in  American  dollars,  is  slightly 
higher. 

Thus,  the  present  shortage  experienced  by  some  farmers,  and  the 
prices  which  may  have  been  paid  bjr  them  at  retail,  are  in  no  way 
attributable  to  our  manufacturers,  nor  will  H.  R.  1005  relieve  the 
present  situation.  Irrespective  of  whether  II.  R.  1005  is  enacted, 
the  world  supply  and  price  of  fiber  will  basically  affect  our  domestic 
situation,  and  it  appears  likely  that  both  supply  and  price  will  shortly 
be  much  more  favorable. 

From  testimony  presented  during  the  public  hearings  we  believe 
that  the  present  shortage  of  baler  twine  will  shortly  be  eliminated  by 
increased  production  which  is  now  under  way.  We  believe  also  that 
the  present  emergency  shortage  could  be  immediately  cured  through 
aggressive  action  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  utilizing  its 
vast  information  channels  to  discourage  hoarding  and  to  encourage 
farmers  who  have  more  than  adequate  supplies  of  twine  to  release  this  | 
twine  for  use  by  other  farmers. 

But  instead  of  meeting  this  emergency  problem,  through  emer¬ 
gency  action  the  committee  has  been  fit  to  report  H.  R.  1005  which 
will  permanently  eliminate  the  15  percent  ad  valorem  duty  on  im¬ 
ported  baler  twine  by  placing  it  on  the  free  list.  In  our  opinion  if  the 
elimination  of  the  present  shortage  of  baler  twine  were  the  true  para¬ 
mount  motive  of  this  bill,  then  surely  a  temporary  suspension  of  the 
duty  on  baler  twine  for  a  period  of  approximately  15  months  and  not  a 
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permanent  freezing  of  baler  twine  on  the  free  list  would  have  been 
provided. 

Another  serious  objection  to  H.  R.  1005  is  that  it  is  utterly  without 
protection  to  the  farmer  as  to  the  length  per  pound  or  the  quality 
of  his  baling  twine,  nor  has  it  protection  of  the  American  manufacturer 
who  supplies  our  farmers  against  inferior  baling  twine  of  foreign 
manufacturers,  who  will  eventually  capture  the  market  if  H.  R.  1005 
is  adopted. 

Our  farmers  are  accustomed  to  225  feet  per  pound  of  baling  twine, 
with  ample  strength  to  hold  80-pound  bales.  It  has  rat-  insect-,  and 
mildew-proofing  and  oil  content  which  insures  that  the  farmer  will 
not  store  bales  of  hay  only  to  find  broken  bales  of  loose  hay  later  on. 

Furthermore,  the  proposed  legislation  does  not  confine  itself  to  the 
objective  of  importing,  duty-free,  baling  twine  suitable  for  our  baling 
machines.  Instead,  it  not  only  lacks  quality  and  length  safeguards, 
but  applies  to  any  cordage  product  coming  within  the  vague  purview 
of  “twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and 
bedding  materials.”  How  far  this  would  permit  the  destruction  of 
the  American  cordage  industry  in  the  field  of  commercial  as  well  as 
agricultural  twine  can  be  known  only  after  extensive  litigation. 

In  our  opinion  the  inevitable  result  of  permanently  transferring 
baler  twine  to  the  free  list  will  be  to  destroy  domestic  production  of 
baler  twine  and  thus  put  the  American  farmer  at  the  mercy  of  foreign 
producers  and  imports.  There  will  be  little,  if  any,  financial  saving 
to  our  farmer  in  the  cost  of  baler  twine  and  in  fact,  once  the  American 
industry  has  been  destroyed,  the  price  of  the  imported  baler  twine 
will  rise  rapidly.  This  has  historically  been  true  of  articles  placed 
permanently  on  the  free  list. 

The  baler-twine  industry,  although  relatively  small  in  size,  ranks 
among  the  foremost  strategic  industries  necessary  for  the  prosecution 
of  war,  and  enactment  of  H.  R.  1005  will  have  effects  which  might 
seriously  interfere  with  the  Government’s  stockpiling  program. 
Manila  and  sisal  fibers  have  been  designated  bv  the  Munitions  Board 
among  group  A  stockpiling  materials.  Fibers  in  the  stockpile  cannot 
be  kept  permanently,  but  must  be  rotated — that  is,  new  fibers  added 
and  older  fibers  sold  to  our  manufacturers. 

With  the  loss  cf  our  markets  to  foreign  producers,  productive 
facilities  in  this  country  will  dry  up  and,  consequently,  will  not  be 
available  to  rotate  the  stockpiled  fiber  in  peacetime  nor  to  convert  it 
into  finished  products  during  war.  A  stockpile  of  fibers  would  be 
meaningless  under  these  circumstances. 

We  call  the  attention  of  the  Congress  to  the  following  letter  dated 
June  6,  1951  from  the  Munitions  Board  opposing  this  legislation  from 
the  standpoint  of  national  defense: 

Munitions  Board, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  6,  1951. 

Hon.  Daniel  A.  Reed, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Reed:  This  will  acknowledge  your  letter  of  May  29  regarding  baler 
twine  and  the  proposal  to  remove  the  tariff  thereon. 

American  manufacturers  have  learned  from  experience  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  sisal,  which  is  considerably  more  expensive  than  henequen,  is 
necessary  for  making  baler  twine  of  required  strength.  Sisal  also  has  displaced 
abacd  to  some  extent  in  baler  twine  in  recent  years.  The  importance  of  baler 
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twine  and  the  increased  proportion  of  sisal  therein  are  indicated  by  the  following 
statistics: 

Baler  twine  sales 
[Fiber  content  in  millions  of  pounds] 


Hene¬ 

quen 

Sisal 

Abac& 

Hemp 

Total 

1946 _ _ _  .  . . . . 

18.8 

13. 1 

5.6 

37.5 

1947  (controls  terminated  July  15,  1947).  _ 

25.6 

24.6 

10.0 

8.7 

68.9 

1948 _ _ _ 

19.  2 

27. 1 

6.4 

52.7 

1949 . . . 

9.4 

34.4 

2.  5 

46.3 

1950  (estimated) . .  -  . 

11.4 

56.5 

4.3 

72.2 

Sisal  and  abacd  are  being  stockpiled  by  the  United  States,  whereas  henequen, 
which  is  used  chiefly  for  binder  twine,  is  not.  The  need  for  rotating  the  stockpile 
of  sisal  every  few  years  makes  the  mill  facilities  for  consuming  rotated  fiber 
extremely  important  in  permitting  a  more  adequate  stockpile.  Conversely, 
insufficient  facilities  for  consuming  sisal  would  reduce  the  maximum  size  of  the 
stockpile  that  could  be  maintained  and  rotated  in  this  country.  From  the  stand¬ 
point  of  national  defense  this  seems  to  be  more  important  than  a  minor  and 
probably  temporary  reduction  in  the  price  of  baler  twine.  Maintenance  of 
domestic  manufacturing  facilities  is  essential  for  any  emergency,  because  in 
time  of  war  there  generally  is  a  threefold  increase  in  the  requirements  for  rope 
and  twine  in  agriculture,  mining,  shipping,  and  for  military  use.  Therefore,  the 
Munitions  Board  is  opposed  to  the  elimination  of  the  remaining  small  duty  on 
baler  twine. 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  W.  Middleton, 

Vice  Chairman  for  Production  and  Requirements. 

We  cannot  believe  that  the  proponents  of  this  legislation  desire 
that  the  American  cordage  industry,  manufacturers  and  employees, 
be  destroyed;  that  our  farmers  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  foreign 
imports;  and  that  an  important  part  of  our  future  security  program 
be  seriously  disturbed.  These  are  considerations  of  much  more 
moment  than  such  temporary  advantage,  if  any,  as  might  result 
from  enactment  of  H.  R.  1005.  At  least  equal  temporary  benefits 
without  these  grave  long-range  consequences  could  be  obtained  by 
appropriate  emergency  legislation.  For  these  reasons  we  are  opposed 
to  H.  R.  1005. 

Daniel  A.  Reed. 

Roy  O.  Woodruff. 

Thomas  A.  Jenkins. 

Richard  M.  Simpson. 

Robert  W.  Kean. 

Noah  M.  Mason. 

We  believe  that  H.  R.  1005  could  be  improved  by  providing  an 
adequate  definition  of  baler  twine  in  order  to  assure  that  our  farmers 
will  be  protected  from  imports  of  inferior  grade  baling  twine. 

Thomas  E.  Martin. 

John  W.  Byrnes. 
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Union  Calendar  No.  237 

H.  R.  1005 

[Report  No.  771] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

January  8, 1951 

Mr.  Dingell  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means 

July  27, 1951 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  tlie  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importa¬ 
tion  of  twine  used  for  haling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
and  bedding  material. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represe?ita- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 

4  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 

5  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma  and  the  words  “and 

6  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 

7  and  bedding  materiaUA  materials,” . 

8  Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  Act  shall  be  effec- 

9  tive  with  respect  to  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 
10  house,  for  consumption  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 

this  Act. 
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Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com¬ 
mittee  expenditures . $50, 000. 00 

Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported  0 

Total  amount  expended  from  Jan.  l,  1951  to 
June  38,  1951 .  5,837.65 

Balance  unexpended . . . .  44,  j62. 35 

R.  L.  Doughton, 


\ 


Chairman. 


July  15,  1951. 

Select  Committee  To  Investigate  the  Use 
of  Chemicals  in  Food  Products 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee,  pursuant  to', section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro¬ 
fession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
January  3,  1951,  to  June  30,  1951,  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized,  or  ap- 


Name  of  employee 

•Profession 

— X — 

Total 

gross', 
salary  ‘ 
during 
6-month 
period 

Vincent  A.  Kleinfeld.. 

Alvin  L.  Gottlieb . 

Camille  O’Reilly  Ag- 
new. 

Esther  N.  Schweigert. 
Franklin  O.  Bing . 

Chief  counsel . 

$3, 003. 41 
481. 03 
1, 326. 84 

864. 41 
150.63 

60.28 

84.13 

Associate  counsel _ 

Clerk . 

Secretary. . . 

Technical  consul¬ 
tant,  WAE. 

Associate  counsel  (2 
days  in  January). 

Stenographer  (7 
days  In  May). 

Lois  Fisher _ 

Total . 

5, 960. 73 

Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com¬ 
mittee  expenditures _ $75, 000. 00 

Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported. 

Amount  expended _ 


None 

None 


Total  amount  expended  from  Jan.  3  to 

June  30,  1951 _ _ _  7,234.37 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  June  30,  1951 _  67, 765. 63 

James  J.  Delaney, 

Chairman. 

July  9,  1951. 

Select  Committee  To  Investigate  Educa¬ 
tional,  Training,  and  Loan  Guaranty  Pro¬ 
grams  Under  the  GI  Bill 
(H.  Res.  474,  81st  Cong.,  and  H.  Res.  93, 
82d  Cong.) 

To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro¬ 
fession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
January  1,  1951,  to  June  30,  1951,  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap¬ 
propriated  and  expended  by  it; 


Name  of  employee 


George  W.  Fisher _ 

Josephine  Frick _ 

James  E.  Flannery _ 

Arthur  Perlman . . 

George  M.  Rose.". . 

Irene  Wade _ _ 

Bill  J.  Williams . 

Harry  Hageney . . 

Richard  V.  Kelly _ 

E.  R,  Ferguson,  Jr _ 

Oliver  E.  Meadows... 

Walfon  Woods _ 

Helen  A.  Wright . 


Profession 


Chief  clerk _ 

Stenographer . . 

Research  analyst- 

investigator _ 

Stall  member _ 

Stenographer . . 

Investigator _ 

_ do . . 

. do _ _ 

General  counsel... 

Chief  clerk . . 

Investigator . . 

Stenographer . . 


Total 

gross 

salary 

during 

6-month 

period 


$1, 919. 86 
2, 087. 01 
2,  786. 86 

1,  544. 24 
3, 511. 07 
2,504.42 
2, 956. 05 
2, 650. 27 
2, 128.  56 

2,  229. 12 
1,  878. 16 

751. 25 
759. 90 


Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com¬ 
mittee  expenditures . $90,000.00 

Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported.  14, 360. 48 
Amount  expended  from  Jan.  1,  to  June  30, 

1951 .  42,556.84 

Total  amount  expended  from  Jan.  1  to 

June  30,  1951 . . .  42,  556. 84 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  June  30,  1951 . 1  33, 082. 68 

1  Of  which  $8,815.64  is  unexpended  funds  from  H.  Res. 
474;  balance  unexpended  from  H.  Res.  93,  $24,267.14. 

Olin  E.  Teague, 

Chairman. 


July  9,  1951. 

Select  Committee  To  Investigate  Educa¬ 
tional  and  Training  Program  Under  GI 
Bill 

(H.  Res.  474,  81st  Cong.) 

To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro¬ 
fession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  it  during  the  period  from  January 
1,  1951,  to  January  3,  1951,  inclusive,  together 
with  total  funds  authorized  or  appropriated 
and  expended  by  it: 


\ 

Name  of  employee 

Profession 

Total 

gross’ 

salary 

during 

period 

George  W.  Fisher . 

Josephine  Frick: _ 

James  E.  Flannery _ 

Arthur  Perlman........ 

George  M.  Rose . 

Irene.  Wade 

Chief  clerk _ _ 

Stenographer . . 

Research  analyst _ 

Investigator . . 

Staff  member _ 

Stenographer _ 

$62. 60 
41.73 
46.44 
62.60 
68.  51 
41.73 

. .  . . 

mittee  expenditures . $30, 000. 00 


Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported.  14, 360. 48 
Amount  expended  from  Jan.  1  to  Jan.  3,  1951.  6, 823. 98 

Total  amount  expended  from  Sept.  22, 

1950,  to  Jan.  3,  1951 . _i .  21, 184. 46 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  Jan.  3, 1951 .  8, 815. 64 

Olin  E.  Teague, 

Chairman. 

July  9,  1951. 

Select -  Committee  To  Investigate  Educa¬ 
tional,  Training,  and  Loan  Guaranty  Pro¬ 
grams  Under  the  GI  Bill 

(H.  Res.  83,  82d  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro¬ 
fession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  it  during  the  C  month  period  from 
January  3,  1951,  to  June  30,  1951,  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap¬ 
propriated  and  expended  by  it: 


Name  of  employee 

Profession 

Total 

gross 

salary 

during 

6-month 

period 

George  W.  Fisher _ 

Chief  clerk . . 

$1, 857. 26 
2,  740. 42 
2, 045. 28 
1, 481. 64 
3, 452. 56 
2,  462. 69 
2, 956.  05 
2,  650.  27 
2, 128.  56 
2, 229. 12 
1,878.15 
751.25 
759.  90 

James  E.  Flannery _ 

Josephine  Frick . 

Research  analyst___. 
Stenographer . 

Arthur  Perlman _ 

Investigator. . . 

George  M.  Rose _ 

Staff  member . 

Irene  Wade _ 

Stenographer 

Bill  J.  Williams _ 

Investigator . 

Harry  Hageney . . 

. do _ _ _ 

Richard  V.  Kelly _ 

. do . . . 

E.  R.  Ferguson,  Jr _ 

Oliver  E.  Meadows... 
Walton  Woods _ 

General  counsel _ 

Chief  clerk . . 

Investigator _ 

Helen  A.  W'right _ 

Stenographer . 

Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com¬ 
mittee  expenditures . $60, 000. 00 

Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported.  None 
Amount  expended  from  Jan.  3  to  June  30, 

1951 .  35,732.86 

Total  amount  expended  from  Jan.  3  to 

June  30,  1951 . . .  35, 732. 86 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  June  30, 1951 .  24, 267.  14 

Olin  E.  Teague, 

Chairman. 

July  16,  1951. 

Select  Committee  on  Small  Business 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the’  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro¬ 
fession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
January  4,  1951,  to  June  30,  1951,  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap¬ 
propriated  and  expended  by  it: 


yiNamc  of  employee 


Duncan  Clark _ 

Jean  C.  Curtis _ 

Victor  P.  Dalmas... 

Jane  M.  Deem _ 

Mildred  Deen _ 

Clarence  D.  Everett... 

Richard  R.  Haas . 

Rowan  F.  Howard _ 

Louise  Kauffman _ 

Arthur  F.  Lucas _ 

Laveme  Maynard.... 

Bertha  A.  Padgett _ 

Jeremiah  T.  Riley _ 

Mary  Shaw . . 

Mary  Nell  Snow _ 

M.  Elizabeth  Soper _ 

Ernest  L.  Stockton _ 

Harriet  B.  Whitney... 
Wanita  Wilson _ 


Total. 


Profession 


Research  analyst.... 

Clerk . . . 

Executive  director... 

Secretary _ 

Stenographer . . 

Investigator . 

Research  assistant... 
Special  investigator. 

Stenographer . . 

Economist _ 

Stenographer . 

Clerk . 

Investigator.. . 

Stenographer _ 

Typist . . 

Stenographer . . 

Research  analyst. ... 

Stenographer . 

_ do _ _ _ 


Total  ‘ 
gross 
salary 
during 
6-month 
period 


$3,  795. 60 
2, 462. 83 
5, 332. 59 
1, 762. 88 
413. 97 
3, 218. 49 
71.19 
399. 30 
1, 070. 35 
1;  360. 62 
2, 393.  28 
91.68 
1, 151.  58 

1,  070.  35 

98.88 

2,  035.  43 
4,  475. 38 
1,  385. 16 
1,  644. 43 


34, 234. 04 


Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com¬ 
mittee  expenditures . . $100,000.00 


Amount  of  expenditures  previously  reported.  None 
Amount  expended  from  Jan.  4  to  June  30 _  60, 368. 15 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  June  30, 

1951 . . .  49, 631. 85 

Wright  Patman, 

Chairman. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

TJnder  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

649.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  to  the 
Military  Director  for  Supply  Management, 
Munitions  Board,  transmitting  the  Second 
Joint  Report  on  the  Federal  Catalog  Pro¬ 
gram,  pursuant  to  House  Concurrent  Reso¬ 
lution  97  (81st  Cong.,  2d  sess.);  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

650.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  in  the  amount  of  $950,000 
for  the  Department  of  Justice  (H.  Doc.  No. 

207) ;  to  the  Committee  bn  Appropriations, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

651.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  in  the  amount  of  $6,500,000 
for  the  Department  of  Justice  (H.  Doc.  No. 

208) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

652.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  report  on 
records  proposed  for  disposal  and  lists  or 
schedules  covering  records  proposed  lor  Uis- 
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posal  by  certain  Government  agencies;  to 
the  .  Committee  on  House  Administration. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follow^ 

Mr.  WHITAKER:  Committee  on  Post  Of¬ 
fice  and  Civil  Service.  S.  1246.  An  Act  to 
amend  certain  laws  relating  to  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  postmasters’  accounts' under  oath, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  768).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  O’HARA:  Committee  of  Conference. 
H.  R.  2321.  A  bill  to  protect  consumers  and 
others  against  misbranding,  false  advertis¬ 
ing,  and  false  invoicing  of  fur  products  and 
furs  (Rept.  No.  769).  Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SPENCE:  Committee  of  Conference. 
S.  1717.  An  act  to  amend  and  extend  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950  and  the 
Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended 
(Rept.  No.  770).  Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON :  Committee  on  VVays  and 
Means.  H.  R.  1005.  A  bill  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free 
importation  of  twine  used  for  bailing  hay, 
straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  ma¬ 
terial;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  771).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  anci 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida:  / 

H.  R.  4973.  A  bill  to  provide  that  jfo  fur¬ 
niture,  equipment,  or  supplies  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  any  Member  of  Congtess  except 
upon  his  specific  written  request;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  BONNER :  . 

H.  R.  4974.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  certain  Government  lands  to  the 
Cape  Hatteras  Nidional  Seashore  Recrea- 

Bt,  and  for  other  purposes; 

s  on  Interior  and  Insular 

:RIS  (by  request) : 

1  to  continue  service-con- 
total  disability  ratings  of 
l  certain  instances;  to  the 
iterans’  Affairs. 


By  Mr.  SITTLER: 

H.  R.  4976.  A  bill  to  prescribe  the  weight 
to  be  given  to  evidence  of  tests  of  alcohol 
in  the  blood,  urine,  or  breath  of  persons 
tried  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for  cer¬ 
tain  offenses  committed  while  operating 
vehicles;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

.  By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  4977.  A  bill  to  amend  338  (a)  of 
the  Nationality  Act  of  1940,  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RABAUT: 

H.  R.  4978.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  Food  and  Drug  district 
office  at  Detroit,  Mich.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  R.  4979.  A  bill  to  provide  for  convey¬ 
ance  of  certain  land  to  the  city  of  New 
Orleans:  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H.  R.  4980.  A  bill  to  authorize  payments 
by  the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  on 
the  purchase  of  automobiles  or  other  con¬ 
veyances  by  certain  disabled  veterans  who 
served  during  World  War  II,  and  persons 
who  served  in  the  military,  naval,  or  air 
service  of  the  United  States  on  or  after  June 
27,  1950,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEfORGE : 

H.  R.  4981.  A  bill  to  provide  a  cost-of- 
living  pay  increase  for  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United.  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  HOLMES: 

H.  J.  Res.  298.  Joint  resolution  requiring 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  submit  a 
plan1'  to  the  Congress  proyiding  for  the  es- 
tat  >lishment  of  local  self-government  for  the 
city  of  Richland,  Hanford  Works,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 

H.  J.  Res.  299.  Joint  resolution  to  require 
that  all  Government  publications  be  in¬ 
scribed  with  the  motto  “In  God  We  Trust”; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo¬ 
rials  were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By,  Mr.  RABAUT:  Memorial  of  Michigan 
State  Legislature  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  enact  into  legislation 
H.  R.  4526,  or  similar  legislation,  providing 
readjustment  allowances  for  certain  unem¬ 
ployed  former  members  of  the  Armed  Forces; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows^ 

By  Mr.  BARRETT: 

H.  R.  4982.  A  bill  for  the  rqjtef  of  Joseph 
Miele;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE:  / 

H.  R.  4983.  A  bill  foy-’  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Josephine  Ethridge;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRAY: 

H.  R.  4984.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jean  M. 
Christens;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H.  R.  4985.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Soichiro 
Inouye;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 

H.  R.  4986.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Dante  Vezzoli  as  an  officer  in  the 
Regular  Army;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  FARRINGTON: 

H.  R.  4987.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  L. 
Curry  and  Phoebe  Curry;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4988.  A  bill  fo?  the  relief  of  Noriko 
Okazaki;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4989.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Toshiko 
Nakai;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HEDRICK: 

H.  R.  4990.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Altoon 
Saprichian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORRIS: 

H.  R.  4991.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Almira  Gilbreath  Ramser;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 

H.  R.  4992.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yoko 
Todoroki;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 

H.  R.  4993.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII. 

367.  Mr.  HORAN  presented  a  petition  of 
Okanogan  Union  of  the  Women’s  Christian 
Temperance  Union,  Okanogan,  Wash.,  rela¬ 
tive  to  supporting  legislation  to  prohibit 
alcoholic  beverage  advertising  over  the  radio 
and  television  and  in  our  magazines  and 
newspapers,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


) 


) 
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a  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
th  the  refilling  of  prescriptions  for  cer- 
-  which  the  Committee  debated  the  bill 
before  deferring  further  action  until 
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Wednesday:  Adjourned  at  5:06  p.  m. 
ty,  August  1,  at  12  o’clock  noon,  when 
Liic  mouse  win  sontinue  consideration  of  H.  R.  3298,  to 
amend  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
dealing  with  the  refilling  of  prescriptions  for  certain 
drugs,  and  act  on  conference  report  on  H.  R.  4329,  the 
D.  C.  appropriation  bill  for  1952.  The  House  may  also 
act  on  H.  Res.  323,  to  amend  H.  Res.  51,  relating  to  the 
authority  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  to  investigate  jurisdictional  matters. 

Com?nittee  Meetings 

SUGAR  ACT  EXTENSION 

Committee  on  Agriculture:  Concluded  fniblic  hearings 
on  H.  R.  4521,  to  amend  and  extend  the  Spgar  Act  of 
1948.  The  extension  period  would  run  from' December 
31,  1952,  to  December  31,  1956.  Lawrencd  Myers, 
Director,  Sugar  Branch,  PMA,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  appeared  for  further  testimony,  this  time  to  offer 
rebuttal  to  the  testimony  of  the  representatives  of  the 
American  Molasses  Co.,  particularly  regarding  soluble 
nonsugar  solids.  Resident  Commissioner  Fernos-Isern 
of  Puerto  Rico  testified  in  support  of  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  and  presented  a  background  of  present  economic 
and  social  conditions  in  Puerto  Rico  so  vitally  affected 
by  the  act.  This  bill  would  increase  Puerto  Rico’s  quota 
for  marketing  on  the  mainland  from  910,000  tons  to 
1,080,000  tons.  Committee  recessed  until  tomorrow 
morning,  when  it  will  hold  executive  meeting  on  the 
measure. 

RESERVE  COMPONENTS  / 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  Brooks  Special  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Civilian  Components  continued  public 
hearings  on  H.  R.  4860,  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1951.  The  following  witnesses  testified  at  today’s 
session:  Edwin  H.  Burgess,  former  Chairman  of  the 
Civilian  Components  Policy  Board,  Department  of 
Defense,  and  Brig.  Gen.  Melvin  Maas,  head  of  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  Officers’  Association.  General  Maas  did 
not  complete  his  testimony  and  will  resume  at  the  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  tomorrow  morning. 

FLOOD  DISASTER — COINAGE — DEFENSE 
HOUSINC 

Committed  on  Banking  and  Currency:  Ordered  the 
following  bills  reported  to  the  House: 

H.  K  Res.  303,  to  provide  housing  relief  in  the  Mis- 
soui#Kansas-Oklahoma  flood  disaster  emergency;  and 
R.  3176,  authorizing  the  coinage  of  50-cent  pieces 
to  commemorate  the  lives  and  perpetuate  the  ideals  and 


teachings  of  Booker  T.  Washington  and  George  Wasl> 
ington  Carver. 

Also  considered  amendments  to  the  Defense  Housing 
and  Community  Facilities  and  Services  Act  of  1951. 
Made  nd  announcement  as  to  what  action  wds  taken, 
and  will  resume  in  another  executive  session  tomorrow 
morning. 

D.  C.  HOLIDAY  PAY— VIRGINIA  BRIDGE 


•  .  1  • 

Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia:  Davis  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Service,  Streets, v4hd  Traffic  approved 
for  reporting  to  the  full  committee  H.  R.  4859,  granting 
to  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  force, 
Fire  Department,  White  Hbuse  and  U.  S.  Park  Police 
forces  additional  compensation  for  working  on  holidays. 
Also  considered,  but  took  no  action  on,  H.  R.  2954,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  over  the  Potomac 
River  in  the  vicinity  of  Shepherds  Landing. 

Officials  of  th?’ uniformed  departments  testified  in 
favor  of  the  holiday  pay  bill,  while  witnesses  heard  on 
the  Potomac  Aiver  bridge  bill  were  District  Engineer 
Commissioner  Bernard  L.  Robinson;  C.  S.  Mullen,  chief 
engineer  of  the  Virginia  State  Highway  Department; 
Burton  Marye,  assistant  to  Mr.  Mullen;  and  C.  L. 
Watkins,  director  of  public  works  in  Alexandria,  Va. 
Also  heard  on  the  proposer!  bridge  were  John  Nolen, 
Planning  Director  of  the  National  Park  and  Planning 
Commission;  and  H.  E.  Hilts,  Deputy  Commissioner  of 
the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  which  Bureau  is  to  make  a 
§tudy  on  the  question  of  priorities.  Adjourned  subject 
to  call  of  the  Chair. 

TERRITORIAL  SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

Committee  on  Education  and  Labor:  Held  public  hear¬ 
ings  on  H.  R.  1732,  a  bill  which  would  put  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  on  the  same  basis  as  the  States  in  the  apportion¬ 
ment  of  funds'  for  the  school-lunch  program.  Delegate 
Farrington  of  Hawaii  (author  of  the  measure),  Delegate 
Bartlett  of  Alaska,  and  Resident  Commissioner  Fernos- 
Isern  of  Puerto  Rico  were  all  heard  in  support  of  the 
legislation.  Officials  of  the  Departments  of  the  Interior 
and  Agriculture  were  also  present.  An  amendment 
was  suggested  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  which 
would  insure  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  to  re¬ 
ceive  equal  funds  in  this  school-lunch  program  as  pres¬ 
ently  received  by  the  lowest-income  State.  Recessed 
until  Friday  morning. 

MUTUAL  SECURITY 

Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs:  Continued  its  series  of 
meetings  on  the  proposed  Mutual  Security  Program, 
which  requests  authorization  for  appropriation  of  $8.5 
billion — $6.3  billion  for  military  aid,  $2.2  billion  for  eco¬ 
nomic  aid.  Lt.  Gen.  Alfred  M.  Gruenther,  Chief  of 
Staff,  Supreme  Headquarters  Allied  Powers,  Eurqpe, 
met  with  the  committee  in  morning  and  afternoon  ex¬ 
ecutive  sessions. 
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Adjourned  until  tomorrow  morning  for  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Mutual  Security  Program  in  an  execu¬ 
tive  meeting. 

INDIANS 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs:  Morris  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Indian  Affairs  approved  for  reporting  to 
the  full  committee  S.  950,  relative  to  extending  time  in 
which  payments  are  to  be  made  to  members  of  tribes 
from  trust  funds  held  in  joint  ownership  by  the  Sho¬ 
shone  and  Arapaho  Tribes  of  the  Wind  River  Reserva¬ 
tion;  and  H.  R.  4219,  amended,  H.  R.  4351,  and  H.  R. 
4352,  three  private  patent-in-fee  bills;  and  tabled  H.  R. 
4636,  a  companion  bill  to  S.  950. 

Also  considered,  but  took  no  final  action  on,  H.  R. 
460,  to  provide  for  Government  guaranty  of  loans  made 
to  Indians  for  the  purchase  or  improvement  of  farms 
and  farming  equipment  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs.  Representative 
D’Ewart,  author  of  the  bill,  spoke  on  its  behalf.  He 
was  also  heard  in  favor  of  the  three  approved  patent-in¬ 
fee  bills.  Two  officials  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
spoke  in  opposition  to  die  bill.  They  were  Lewis  A. 
Sigler  in  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Albert  Huber. 
Adjourned  subject  to  call  of  the  Chair. 

BASEBALL,  MONOPOLY 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Ford  C.  Frick,  president 
of  the  National  League,  concluded  his  testimony  before 
the  Celler  Subcommittee  on  Monopoly  Power,  which 
is  conducting  hearings  regarding  organized  baseball. 
Mr.  Frick  spoke  in  support  of  organized  baseball’s  posi¬ 
tion  on  its  reserve  clause  and  stressed  the  need  of  its 
continuation.  He  also  said  that  the  game  is  of  great 
importance  to  the  American  people — “a  game  typically 
American  in  its  concept  and  a  part  of  American  life.” 
He  concluded  by  saying  that  he  was  assured  that  mil¬ 
lions  of  American  baseball  fans  join  with  him  in  the 
belief  that  the  game  should  continue  a  sit  is. 

SHIPPING  COLLISIONS  / 

Committee  on  Mercha?it  "Mariner  and  Fisheries:  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Maritime  Affair^  approved  for  reporting 
to  the  full  committee,  with  amendments,  H.  R.  3670, 
to  authorize  the  President  tb  proclaim  regulations  for 
preventing  collisions  at  sea.  Adjourned  subject  to  call 
of  the  Chair. 

FEDERAL  PAY  INCREASE 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service :  Resumed 
executive  consideration  of  Federal  pay  increase  legisla¬ 
tion  and  agreed  to  pay  raises  for  postal  employees  as 
follows:  Beginning  July  1,  1951,  a  $400  flat  increase  in 
salary  to  alt  postal  employees  paid  on  an  annual  basis, 
except  fourth-class  postmasters,  who  will  receive  a  20- 
percent  increase.  Hourly  employees  will  receive  a 
20-cent-an-hour  increase.  An  additional  increase  in 
the  entrance  salary  for  postal  employees  was  provided 
through  the  elimination  of  the  first  three  postal  salary 


July  31 

grades.  Another  provision  gives  one  or  two  grade  in¬ 
creases  to  those  postal  employees  who  entered  the  service 
after  July  i,  1945,  and  who  have  not  received  at  least 
two  grade  increases  by  operation  of  law.  Committee 
recessed  until  tomorrow  morning  for  further  executive 
consideration  of  the  legislation. 

FLOOD  DISASTER 

Committee  on  Public  Wor\s :  Maj.  Gen.  Lewis  A.  Pick, 
Chief  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  furnished 
a  report  on  damages  caused  by  the  recent  flood  in  the 
States  comprising  the  Missouri  Basin.  He  also  presented 
exhibits  showing  where  dams  presently  under  construc¬ 
tion  but  not  completed  may  have  prevented  some  of  the 
damage.  He  stated  that  the  total  destruction  caused  by 
the  flood  was  approximately  $1  billion. 

;  SOVIET  EXPORTS  BAN— BALING  TWINE 

Committee  on  Rules :  Granted  an  open  rule  providing 
for  1  hour’s  debate  on  H.  R.  4550,  to  provide  for  the 
control  by  the  United  States  and  cooperating  foreign 
nations  of  exports  to  any  nation  or  combination  of 
nations  threatening  the  security  of  the  United  States, 
including  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  and 
all  countries  under  its  domination,  and  an  open  rule 
providing  for  2  hours’  general  debate  on  H.  R.  1005,  to 
amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  duty¬ 
free  importation  of  twine  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  materials. 

Representative  Battle,  author  of  the  Soviet  shipping 
bill,  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  rule.  Representatives 
Doughton,  Cooper,  and  Reed  of  New  York  were  heard 
on  the  request  of  a  rule  on  the  baling-twine  bill.  Rep¬ 
resentative  Reed,  while  he  offered  no  objection  to  grant¬ 
ing  the  rule,  stated  he  was  in  opposition  to  the  proposed 
legislation. 

PROPERTY  TAX— LEAD— LIQUOR  TAX 

Committee  on  Wqys  and  Means:  Met  for  executive  con¬ 
sideration  of  H.  R.  3590,  relating  to  the  income-tax 
treatment  of  gain  realized  on  an  involuntary  conversion 
of  property;  H.  R.  4948,  to  suspend  certain  import 
duties  on  lead;  and  H.  R..2745,  to  amend  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Code  (sec.  2801)  regarding  tax  exemptions  on 
cordials  and  liqueurs.  Took  no  final  action  and  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow  morning  when  it  will  continue 
on  same  legislation. 

Joint  Committee  Meetings 

■ 

APPROPRIATIONS— DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Conferees ,  in  executive  session,  agreed  to  file  a  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  the  differences  between  the  House-  and 
Senate-passed  versions  of  H.  R.  4329,  D.  C.  appropria¬ 
tions  for  1952. 

The  appropriations  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
would  total  1138,216,150.  It  was  also  agreed  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  that  Federal  contributions  toward  D.  C.  expense^ 
in  the  general  fund  would  total  $10.4  million. 
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( Legislative  day  of  Wednesday,  August  1, 1951) 


The  Senate  met  at  12  o’clock  meridi¬ 
an,  o\  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Dr.  J.  Arthur  Rinkel,  minister,  Cen¬ 
tral  Methodist  Church,  Winona,  Minn., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  father  of  all  mankind, 
deepen  our  sense  of  relationship  and 
accountability  to  Thee.  Instill  in  our 
hearts  a  great  love  of  truth,  and  en¬ 
lighten  our  minds  that  we  may  compre¬ 
hend  the  truth.  Give  us  a  longing  for 
righteousness,  believing,  that  “Right¬ 
eousness  exalteth  a  natlqn.”  Save  us 
from  the  follies  we  see  in  others  and  di¬ 
rect  us  in  the  path  of  wisdom. 

Bless,  O  God,  all  who  guide\the  des¬ 
tiny  of  mankind  in  this  trying  hour,  and 
may  it  please  Thee  to  use  our  President, 
and  all  in  authority  with  him,  to  lead 
our  Nation  and  our  world  to  peace  in 
our  time. 

“Save  us  from  weak  resignation 
To  the  evils  we  deplore. 

*  *  *  *  * 

Set  our  feet  on  lofty  places, 

Gird  our  lives  that  they  may  be 

Garnered  with  all  Christlike  graces, 

In  our  fight  to  make  men  free. 

Grant  us  wisdom,  grant  us  courage, 
That  we  fail  not  man  nor  Thee!” 

In  the  name  of  Christ.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  McFarland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes¬ 
day,  August  1,  1-951,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  were  commu¬ 
nicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced  that 
on  August  1,  1951,  the  President  had 
approved  and  signed  the  following  acts: 

S.  263.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the 
act  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  the  appre¬ 
hension  and  detention  of  insane  person!  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  providing  for 
their  temporary  commitment  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Hospital  for  the  Insane/ and  for 
other  purposes,”  approved  April.  27,  1904,  as 
amended:  and 

S.  673.  An  act  to  permit  the  exchange  of 
land  belonging  to  the  District  of  Columbia 
for  land  belonging  to  th^  "abutting  property 
owner  or  owners,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING  SENATE 
SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Kefauver,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  and  Foreign  Relations 
were  authorized  to  meet  this  afternoon 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Hoey,  and  by  unan¬ 
imous  consent,  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
rqntee  and  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  sitting  in  joint  session,  were  au¬ 


thorized  to  meet  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate  this  afternoon. 

TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  business  was  transacted  : 

REPORT  OF  ECONOMIC  COOPERATION 

ADMINISTRATION— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 

PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  198) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read  and,  with  the  accompanying 
report,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

I  am  transmitting  herewith  the 
twelfth  report  of  the  Economic  Cooper¬ 
ation  Administration  created  by  the  For¬ 
eign  Assistance  Act  of  1948  (Public  Law 
472,  80th  Cong.),  approved  April  3, 
1S48.  .  / 

The  report  covers  activities  under  jhe 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948  (Title 
I  of  Public  Law  472),  as  amended,  as 
well  as  the  programs  of  economic  aid 
in  the  general  area  of  Chimp  under  the 
China  Area  Aid  Act  (title,  II  of  Public 
Law  535,  81st  Cong.),  and  to  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea'  under*  the  provisions 
of  the  Foreign  Aid  Appropriation  Act 
of  1949  (Public  Latf  ,793,  80th  Cong.) 
and  Public  Laws  430,  447,  and  535, 
Eighty-first  Congress. 

There  is  included  in  the  appendix  a 
summary  of  the  status  c"  'the  United 
States  foreign  relief  program  (Public 
Law  84/'80th  Cong.)  and  the  United 
States  foreign  aid  program  (Public 
Law  389,  80th  Cong.). 

This  report  covers  the  quarter  ended 
March  31,  1951. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  August  2, 1951. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  following  letters,  which 
were  referred  as  indicated: 

Amendment  of  Section  5136,  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes,  Relating  to  Underwriting  of 

Certain  Securities 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  to  further  amend  section 
51&6  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended, 
with  respect  to  underwriting  and  dealing  in 
securities  issued  by  the  Central  Bank  for 
Cooperatives  (with  an  acompanying  paper) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
Appointment  and  Employment  of  Certain 
Retired  Officers 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  extend  the 
authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans’ 
Affairs  to  appoint  and  employ  retired  offi¬ 


cers  without  affecting  their  retired  status* 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Conri- 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

RESOLUTIONS  OF  MISSOURI  y*{lVER 
STATES  COMMITTEE  MEETING 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  pre¬ 
sent  for  appropriate  reference  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  h#ve  printed  in 
the  Record  resolutions  adopted  at 
the  Missouri  River  .States  committee 
meeting. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  chairman  of  the 
Public  Works  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
gave  an  excellent  report  on  the  devasta¬ 
tion  and  destruction  which  have  oc¬ 
curred  in  the  Missouri  and  Arkansas 
River  b&’sins  during  recent  floods. 

Thd  resolutions  were  adopted  at  a 
meting  of  2,000  residents  from  the 
Spates  in  the  affected  areas. 

/  The  economic  loss  of  more  than 
$1,000,000,000  has  vividly  portrayed  the 
damage  that  has  occurred  during  the 
past  few  weeks  in  this  area  and  must  not 
be  allowed  to  occur  again. 

These  floods  can  be  controlled,  and 
proposals  now  before  Congress  must  be 
commenced  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

I  wish  to  personally  express  my  ap¬ 
preciation  for  the  splendid  support  that 
we  in  the  flood  area  have  received  from 
the  Members  of  Congress  and  our  citi¬ 
zens  generally.  While  the  destruction 
has  been  great,  and  the  rehabilitation 
program  will  no  doubt  be  slow,  the  spirit 
of  our  citizens  is  undaunted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tions  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolutions  Adopted  at  the  Missouri  River 
States  Committee  Meeting 
Whereas  no  nation  in  the  world  is  rich 
enough  to  afford  the  flood  loss  in  human  life 
.and  property  just  suffered  on  the  rivers  of 
Kansas  and  Missouri;  and 

Whereas  we,  the  residents  of  the  Missouri 
and  the  Arkansas  River  Basins,  assembled 
here  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  this  25th  day  of 
July  1951,  firmly  believe  that  the  tragedy 
of  the  floods  of  1951  must  never  be  repeated: 
Now,  therefore,  in  order  to  prevent  a  recur¬ 
rence  of  the  flood  catastrophe,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  people  of  the  Missouri 
and  Arkansas  River  Basins  demand  Federal 
appropriations  to  carry  out  the  orderly  and* 
prompt  completion  bf  the  authorized  Pick- 
Sloan  plan  of  flood  Control.  It  is  further 
recommended  that  immediate  appropria¬ 
tions  should  include  funds  sufficient  to  (1) 
start  construction  of  the  Tuttle  Creek  Reser¬ 
voir,  (2)  start  construction  on  Gavins  Point 
Dam,  (3)  assure  the  continuance  of  work  on 
the  Oahe  Dam  and  all  other  dams  now  under 
construction,  (4)  insure  immediate  inaugu¬ 
ration  of  work  on  dams  not  under  construc¬ 
tions,  which  include  important  flood-control 
features:  it  is  further 

Resolved,  That  adequate  funds  immedi¬ 
ately  should  be  made  available  to  the  Corps 
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and  distribution  of  the  Statutes  at  Large, 
arid  sections  411,  412,  and  413  of  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  the  printing, 
binding  and  distribution  of  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  XJourt  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purpdges;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
785).  Referred  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DELANEY:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  366.  Resolution  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  H.  R.  1005,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free 
importation  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay, 
straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  mate¬ 
rial;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  786). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. _ 

Mr.  HART:  Comrnttfge  7®  ‘Merchant  ‘Ma¬ 
rine  and  Fisheries.  H.  R.  3436.  A  bill  au¬ 
thorizing  vessels  of  Canadian  registry _  to 
transport  grain  between  United  States  ports 
on  the  Great  Lakes  during  1951;  with  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  787).  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  *LARCADE:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  H.  R.  3209.  A  till  amending  sec¬ 
tion  25  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  788).  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  GARY:  Committee  of  conference. 

H.  R.  3282.  A  bill  making  appropriations 
for  the  Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments 
and  funds  available  for  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Rept.  No.  789).  Ordered  to  be  printed.  < 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  air 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H.  R.  5037.  A  bill  to  authorize  th#  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  01  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbc/s  for  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Publiq/fVorks. 

By  Mr.  FORRESTER, 

H.  R.  5038.  A  bill  to  ndfovide  certain  edu 
cational  and  training-  benefits  to  veterans 
who  served  in  the  Active  military,  naval,  or 
air  service  on  or.After  June  27,  1950;  to  the 
Committee  on, Veterans’  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  5038f  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia’’ Credit  Unions  Act;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  op-ahe  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  RANKIN  (by  request)  : 

I.  R.  5040.  A  bill  to  provide  certain  edu¬ 


cational  and  training  benefits  to  veterans 
who  served  in  the  active  military,  naval,  or 
air  service  on  or  after  June  27,  1950;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  5041.  A  bill  to  prevent  the  taking  of 
bail  which  originates  with  subversive  in¬ 
dividuals  or  organizations  in  criminal  cases, 
and  to  prohibit  bail,  pending  appeal  or  cer¬ 
tiorari,  after  conviction  of  certain  offenses 
against  the  United  States;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAWSON: 

H.  R.  5042.  A  bill  to  extend  to  the  Canal 
Zone  Government  and  the  Panama  Canal 
Company  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  “An 
act  to  facilitate  the  settlement  of  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  certain  deceased  civilian  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Government,”  approved 
August  3,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

By  Mr.  MCCONNELL: 

H.  R.  5043.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Natioi 
Latior  Relations  Act,  as  amended,  amr  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tion  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  RAMSAY: 

H.  R.  5044.  A  bill  to  transfepgfhe  Employ¬ 
ment  Service  administration/of  the  various 
States  to  the  United  Stajgs  Department  of 
Labor;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  5045.  A  biw  to  amend  Section  10  (e), 
subdivision  (bj/item  (4) ,  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure^ Act,  Public  Law  404,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary^ 

!y  Mr.  LARCADE: 

5046.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer¬ 
tain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  5047.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer¬ 
tain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  5048.  A  bill  relating  to  the  statute  of 
limitations  in  the  case  of  criminal  prosecu¬ 
tions  of  offenses  arising  under  the  internal 
revenue  laws;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H.  R.  5049.  A  bill  to  amend  section  601  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  BOW: 

H.  J.  Res.  306.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  7-day  period  beginning  August  19,  1951, 


as  National  Clay  Week;  to  the  Committee^ 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SCRIVNER: 

H.  J.  Res.  307.  Joint  resolution  to  author¬ 
ize  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Associa¬ 
tion  to  enter  into  agreements,jirior  to  con¬ 
struction  to  purchase  mortgages  on  housing 
in  disaster  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  McMUL^EN  : 

H.  J.  Res.  308.  Joiigt  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  to  proclaim  January  13  of  each 
year  as  Stephen/Foster  Memorial  Day;  to  the 
Committee  ojr the  Judiciary. 

PRiyATE  bills  and  resolutions 

ider  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
11s  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GREEN: 

H.  R.  5050.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen 

J.  Gromczyk;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

H.  R.  5C51.  Abill  for  the  relief  of  Piotr 
Kowalczyk:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL: 

H.  R.  5052.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cyril 
Claude  Andersen,  Patricia  Andersen  Hill, 
and  Thelma  Andersen  McNeill;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEATING: 

H.  R.  5053.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Jennie  Maurello;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk’s  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

’872.  By  Mr.  HALE:  Petition  of  Maine  Fed¬ 
eration  of  Women's  Clubs,  urging  the  leaders 
of  both  major  political  parties  and  Repre¬ 
sentatives  in  Congress  to  lay  aside  personal 
and  partisan  considerations  and  let  their 
criticisms  and  actions  be  solely  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  and  be  tempered  with  wis¬ 
dom  and  judgment;  and  urging  upon  its 
Members  the  need  for  examining  and  evalu¬ 
ating  all  factors  in  a  given  situation  before 
coming  to  conclusions  and  giving  voice 
thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

373.  By  Mr,  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Resolu¬ 
tion  of  the  Milton  Grange,  No.  670,  Milton 
Junction,  Wis.,  gravely  concerned  about  the 
reduced  value  of  the  American  dbUar  and 
the  instability  of  our  economy  which  may 
result  if  th#  Inflationary  trend  continues;  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
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California.  My  interest  is  in  having  San 
Ditego  and  the  other  west-coast  cities  in 
southern  California  get  their  legal  quotas 
with  top  priority  and  not  bottom  prior¬ 
ity.  Certainly  I  want  San  Diego  to  have 
her  112,000  acre-feet  annually,  half  of 
which  will'  be  carried  by  this  second  bar¬ 
rel  of  the  adqueduct,  but  I  want  it  to  be 
as  a  part  of  the  total  California  legal 
allotment  and  not  in  addition  thereto. 

ARMED  SERVICES  NURSING  BILL 

(Mrs.  BOLTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  her 
remarks.) 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
just  finished  the  hearings  on  a  nursing 
bill  that  I  introduced  last  January,  H.  R. 
910.  \ 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  $61,000,000,000 
has  been  appropriated  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  presupposes  an  emergency,  recently 
we  appropriated  for  an  additional  120,- 
000  hospital  beds.  I  am  wondering  who 
is  going  to  take  care  of  the  patients  in 
those  beds,  for  the  nurse  shortage  is  very 
real  and  grows  more  and  more  acute. 
H.  R.  910  is  the  result  of  several  years 
of  study  and  many  months  of  hard  work. 
It  has  in  it  definite  safeguards  against 
Federal  control  and  puts  the  ultimate 
control  into  the  hands  of  this  Congress 
where  it  belongs.  It  is  the  Congress  that 
will  decide  the  continuance  or  discon¬ 
tinuance  of  the  program  at  any  time  it 
sees  fit. 

I  have  asked  for  this  moment  in  order 
to  express  my  appreciation  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  my  fellow  Ohioan 
and  Clevelander,  the  distinguished  Mr. 
Crosser,  and  to  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  thank  them  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  given  to  the  witnesses  and  to  my¬ 
self  in  the  entire  matter.  I  hope  very 
earnestly  that  the  committee  will  meet 
shortly  and  bring  the  bill  to  the  floor. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER  TWINE 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  366  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  House  resolution, 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  he  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  hill  (H.  R.  1005)  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importation 
of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other 
fodder  and  bedding  material.  That  after 
general  debate  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
Chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  dh  Ways  and  Means,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quor¬ 
um  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their  | 
names: 

[Roll  No.  170] 


Abernethy 

Fine 

Mansfield 

Adair 

Fisher 

Martin,  Iowa 

Allen,  Calif. 

Fogarty 

Meader 

Allen,  La. 

Frazier 

Merrow 

Anderson,  Calif.  Gamble 

Miller,  Calif. 

Andresen, 

Garmatz 

Mitchell 

August  H. 

Gavin 

Morano 

Angell 

Gore 

Morgan 

Armstrong 

Granahan 

Morrison 

Bakewell 

Granger 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Barrett 

Green 

Murray,  Wis. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Gwinn 

O'Konski 

Bentsen 

Hagen 

Ostertag 

Bishop 

Hall, 

Patman 

Blackney 

Leonard  W. 

Pliilbin 

Boggs,  La. 

Harden 

Potter 

Bosone 

Hart 

Powell 

Boykin 

Harvey 

Quinn 

Breen 

Havenner 

Kabaut 

Brooks 

Hebert 

Rains 

Brownscn 

Hedrick 

Ream  s 

Buckley 

Heffernan 

Redden 

Busbey 

Heller 

Rees,  Kans. 

Butler 

Hill 

Rhodes 

Canfield 

Hillings 

Richards 

Carlyle  S, 

Hinshaw 

Rivers 

Carnahan  \ 

Hoeven 

Roosevelt 

Case  \ 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Sadlak 

Celler 

vHolifield 

St.  George 

Chatham 

Holmes 

Scott,  Ilardie 

Clemente 

Horan 

Scott, 

Clevenger 

Eow.ell 

Hugh,  D„  Jr. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Hunter 

Secrest 

Colmer 

Irving  V 

Shafer 

Combs 

Jackson', -.Calif. 

Sheehan 

Cooley 

Jackson,  'Wash. 

Shelley 

Corbett 

Jenison 

Sheppard 

Cotton 

Johnson 

Short 

Coudert 

Jonas 

Sikes 

Crawford 

Vfones,  Mo. 

Sittler 

Curtis,  Nebr.  j 

'Jones, 

Smith,  Wis. 

Davis,  Ga.  / 

Hamilton,  C. 

Stefan 

Davis,  Term. 

Kearns 

Hosier 

Dawson 

Kee 

Stockman 

Deane  / 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Tackett 

DeGraSenried 

Kennedy 

Talle 

Dempsey 

Kerr 

Taylor 

Denton 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Teague 

Bollinger 

Kilburn 

Thomas 

Dolliver 

Klein 

Thornberry 

Donohue 

Lane 

Vail 

Donovan 

Latham 

Weichel 

Dorn 

Lecompte 

Wigglesworth 

Doyle 

Lesinski 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Durham 

Lind 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Eaton 

Lucas 

Withrow 

Ellsworth 

McCarthy 

Wolverton 

Elston 

McCormack 

Wood,  Ga. 

Engle 

McCulloch 

Wood,  Idaho 

Evins 

McGrath 

Yates 

Fenton 

Mack,  Ill. 

Zablocki 

The  SPEAKER.  Two 

hundred  and 

forty-one  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

STATE,  COMMERCE,  JUSTICE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1952 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4740) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  State,  Justice,  Commerce,  and 
the  Judiciary,  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto, 
disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Rooney,  Flood, 
Preston,  Marshall,  Cannon,  Stefan, 
Clevenger,  and  Taber. 

FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER  TWINE 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
one-half  of  my  time,  30  minutes,  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]  and 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  use. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  res¬ 
olution  makes  in  order  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1005)  which  amends  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importation 
of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  material.  The 
twine  is  now  subject  to  a  duty  of  15 
percent.  Binder  twine,  which  is  almost 
the  same  thing,  used  for  binding  shocks 
of  grain,  has  been  on  the  duty-free  list 
since  1896. 

This  resolution  provides  for  2  hours 
of  general  debate  under  an  open  rule. 
There  are  minority  views,  and  I  believe 
and  amendment  will  be  offered  to  make 
this  temporary  instead  of  permanent 
legislation. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  know  of  no  objection  to  the  rule  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle,  although  I  do 
understand  there  is  some  objection  to 
the  bill  itself  and  that  some  amend¬ 
ments  will  be  offered. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Vursell] 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  may 
speak  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  VURSELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  extraneous  material.) 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
speech  of  Candidate  Truman  dedicating 
the  GAO  Building  in  which  he  told  the 
people  that  from  1847  through  1951,  over 
the  last  5  years,  we  have  operated  the 
Government  with  a  surplus  of  nearly 
$8,000,000,000,  follows  the  same  line  of 
reckless  statements  used  in  the  1948 
campaign. 

In  this  same  speech  the  President 
charged  his  critics  with  peddling  “but¬ 
terfly  statistics”  and  “a  pack  of  lies” 
about  his  conduct  of  Federal  finances. 
He  said  the  eight  billion  surplus  he  re¬ 
ferred  to  was  proof  that  he  believed  in 
operating  the  Government’s  finances  on 
a  sound  basis.  Let  us  see  who  is  dealing 
in  butterfly  statistics,  or  worse. 

The  President,  you  will  recall,  based 
his  campaign  for  reelection  in  1943 
largely  in  opposition  to  the  record  of  the 
Eightieth  Republican  Congress  during 
the  years  1947  and  1948.  The  statistics 
his  pencil  men  developed  to  enable  the 
President  to  make  his  statement  of  an 
eight  billion  surplus  over  the  past  5  years 
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had  to  begin  with  the  year  1947  when  the 
Republican  Eightieth  Congress  cut  the 
President’s  budget,  over  his  opposition, 
which  showed  a  surplus  of  $754,000,000. 
Kis  figures  also  included  the  year  1948 
when  the  Republican  Congress  again  cut 
his  budget,  with  the  result  that  it  left  a 
surplus  of  $8,419,000,000. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  figures  show  that 
the  economy-minded  Republican  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress  which  Truman  in  his  cam¬ 
paign  said  was  the  worst,  or  next  worst, 
in  history,  balanced  the  budget  for  the 
first  time  in  16  years,  reduced  taxes  by 
$4,800,000,000,  and  showed  a  surplus  for 
the  two  years,  1947  and  1948,  which  Mr. 
Truman  proudly  reports  and  takes  credit 
for  of  $9,173,000,000. 

Mr.  Truman  boasts  of  nearly  an 
$8,000,000,000  surplus  beginning  with  the 
year  1947  up  to  and  through  1951,  but 
he  does  not  tell  the  American  people  that 
the  do-nothing  Republican  Eightieth 
Congress  is  responsible  for  this  surplus. 

Mr.  Truman  either  completely  forgot 
to  explain  that  the  Republican  Congress 
was  responsible  for  the  surplus,  over  the 
opposition  of  the  President  and  his  lead¬ 
ers,  or  else  his  statement  is  intended  to 
deceive  the  American  people.  The  small 
and  only  surplus  he  or  his  predecessors 
can  rightly  claim  credit  for  in  the  past 
29  years,  is  the  1951  surplus  of  $3,510,- 
C29.000  which  resulted  because  tax 
money  came  in  faster  than  they  could 
spend  it.  It  was  later  wiped  out  2 
months  after  July  1.  In  fact,  Mr.  Tru¬ 
man  and  his  administration  during  the 
last  3  years  of  those  5  years  when  they 
had  control  of  Congress  not  only  spent 
the  $9,173,000,000  left  by  the  Republican 
Congress  in  1947  and  1948  but  spent  the 
1951  surplus  he  refers  to  and  $1,422,- 
000,000  in  addition.  His  party  has  not, 
in  fact,  really  balanced  the  budget  in  the 
past  20  years. 

The  following  table  of  receipts  and  ex¬ 
penditures  should  be  of  interest: 


Fiscal 

years 

ending 
Juno  30 

Expenditures 

Eeceipts 

Surplus  (+)  or 
deficit  (— ) 

1947  . 

1948  _ 

1949  . 

1950 

$39,  289,  000,  000 
33,  791,  000,  000 
40,  057, 000, 000 
40, 107, 000,  000 
44, 633,  000,  000 

.$40, 043, 000,  000 
42,  211,  000,  000 
38,  246, 000,  000 
37,  045, 000,  000 
48, 143,  000,  000 

+$754, 000, 000 
+8,  419,  000,  000 
-1,811, 000,000 
-3, 122, 000,  000 
+3,  510,  000, 000 

1951 . 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
just  heard  from  my  colleague  from  Illi¬ 
nois  (Mr.  Vursell]  the  usual  type  of 
propaganda  put  out  by  the  highly  paid 
publicity  staff  of  the  Republican  Na¬ 
tional  Committee,  prepared  in  advance 
for  use  whenever  the  opportunity  pre¬ 
sents  itself  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
to  Question  the  motives,  the  integrity, 
and  the  purposes  of  our  great  President, 
Harry  S.  Truman.  In  his  speech  several 
days  ago,  the  President  stated  very 
clearly  and  precisely  what  his  views  were 
on  economy.  He  has  practiced  such  a 
policy,  the  truth  of  which  cannot  be  de¬ 
nied,  notwithstanding  the  statement  of 
my  colleague  from  Illinois  to  the  con¬ 
trary.  Unfortunately,  the  Republicans 
feel  hurt  whenever  the  President  calls 


attention  to  their  shortcomings,  and 
naturally  they  feel  that  by  unleashing 
criticism  such  as  we  have  just  heard,  by 
finding  fault  with  every  utterance  of  the 
President,  they  hope  to  be  able  to  de¬ 
ceive  the  American  people,  instead  of,  as 
they  charge,  the  President  deceiving 
them. 

Contrary  to  the  old  adage  about  the 
elephant’s  memory,  the  followers  of  this 
slow-plodding  animal  have  apparently 
already  forgotten  that  the  same  tactics 
of  criticizing  and  criticizing  were  used 
in  the  last  campaign,  and  up  to  election 
day  they  sincerely  believed  they  had 
fooled  a  majority  of  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  into  believing  their  false  claims,  but 
when  the  returns  were  in  it  was  found 
that  thinking  Americans  had  again  sup¬ 
ported  the  President  and  his  policies  by 
assuring  him  another  4  years  in  the 
White  House.  I  am  more  than  satisfied 
that  he  will  again  succeed,  if  he  chooses 
to  become  a  candidate  for  reelection,  in 
being  retained  at  the  head  of  our  great 
Government,  thus  safeguarding  the 
country  from  Republican  misrule,  from 
which  it  has  suffered  on  occasion  in  the 
past. 

It  is  amazing  to  me  that  they  should 
be  against  this  bill.  Of  course,  the  Dem¬ 
ocrats  have  always  been  helpful  to  the 
farmers.  We  have  been  helping  them  in 
every  way.  We  provide  everything  for 
them,  even  to  the  extent  of  bringing  in, 
expense  free,  Mexican  labor.  In  this  bill 
we  are  again  trying  to  help  the  tillers  of 
the  soil  by  relieving  them  of  the  15  per¬ 
cent  tariff  on  baler  twine.  I  do  not  know 
of  what  more  we  can  do  for  them  than 
we  have  already  done.  The  Republi¬ 
cans,  I  note,  have  submitted  a  minority 
report,  signed  by  eight  Members.  Just 
think  of  it.  They  go  out  to  the  country, 
to  the  farmers,  here  and  there,  and  tell 
what  great  friends  they  are  of  the  farm¬ 
ers,  and  when  we,  the  Democrats,  bring 
out  legislation  in  the  interest  of  the 
farmers,  the  Republicans  invariably  op¬ 
pose  it.  As  it  is,  here  is  a  minority  re¬ 
port  as  I  have  stated  signed  by  eight  Re¬ 
publicans,  outstanding  Members,  against 
this  legislation  that  aims  to  aid  and  as¬ 
sist  the  farmers.  I  understand  the  four 
great  farm  organizations  are  asking  for 
this  legislation,  and  it  was  upon  the  tes¬ 
timony  and  pleadings  of  farmers  and 
these  farm  organizations  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  reported  this 
bill.  Notwithstanding,  as  I  stated  ear¬ 
lier,  eight  outstanding  Republicans 
signed  the  minority  report  against  this 
bill  that  is  intended  to  give  this  addi¬ 
tional  aid  to  the.  farmers,  carrying  out 
the  policy  of  the  Democratic  Party  to  do 
everything  humanly  possible  for  the 
farming  communities  and  for  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  this  country.  I  congratulate  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  for 
bringing  the  bill  in,  not  that  I  believe  the 
farmers  are  really  deserving.  The  farm¬ 
ers  have  become  more  prosperous  than 
in  all  history  under  the  Democratic  ad¬ 
ministration.  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  always  appreciate  or  recognize 
what  we,  I  mean  the  Democratic  Party, 
have  done  for  them.  If  they  are  sensi¬ 
ble,  honest  and  sincere,  and  interested 
in  the  future  welfare,  they  will  show 
their  appreciation  by  supporting  the 


Democratic  Party  which  has  brought 
continued  prosperity  not  only  to  the 
farmers  but  to  the  entire  Nation. 

(Mr.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 

1  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson]. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did 
not  want  to  talk  on  the  rule  because  I 
think  that  perhaps  in  general  debate 
we  will  get  a  little  bit  more  information 
about  this  bill.  I  do  not  intend  to  vote 
against  this  rule,  although  I  think  it 
ought  to  be  defeated.  The  gentleman  on 
the  Democratic  side  who  is  in  charge  of 
this  bill  is  one  of  the  oustanding  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House.  He  thinks  as  I  do 
about  this,  that  perhaps  we  ought  to 
have  a  real  explanation  of  this  bill. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  who  pre¬ 
ceded  me,  when  he  talked  about  how 
much  the  Democrats  had  done  for  the 
farmers,  was  making  what  he  probably 
thought  was  a  good  argument,  but  it  had 
little  to  do  with  the  discussion  before  us. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  hurts  two  of  the 
best  industries  that  are  established  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts.  There  are 
only  about  seven  more  in  the  whole 
United  States  that  make  binder  twine  or 
any  other  kind  of  twine  or  who  are  in  the 
business  of  producing  rope.  There  are 
people  in  my  district  who  have  been 
employed  by  the  Plymouth  Cordage  Co. 
and  the  New  Bedford  Cordage  Co.  for  50 
years,  and  a  great  many  of  them  have 
been  employed  for  35  years.  They  know 
their  business.  This  bill  hurts  them  ma¬ 
terially. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  be  lax  in  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  stand  here  and  call 
your  attention  to  this  matter,  because 
in  the  town  of  Plymouth  alone  I  sup¬ 
pose  there  are  1,390  or  1,400  employees 
working  in  this  industry,  and  if  you  in¬ 
clude  their  families  there  must  be  4,000 
or  5,000  people  dependent  upon  this  in¬ 
dustry  for  their  living.  They  have  done 
a  good  job,  the  best  that  could  be  done 
by  people  in  the  United  States.  So  why 
would  I  not  stand  here  and  ask  you  to 
defeat  this  bill  in  its  entirety? 

The  question  of  the  tariff  may  enter 
into  this  matter,  but  the  question  of  peo¬ 
ple  walking  the  streets  may  make  a  big 
difference  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
because  we  have  been  through  it  and 
we  do  not  want  them  to  do  it  again.  We 
do  not  want  slave  labor  to  compete  with 
the  people  in  Plymouth  and  New  Bedford. 

I  ask  the  Members  of  the  House,  even 
if  you  adopt  this  rule,  to  defeat  the  bill. 
Let  us  have  another  year  to  look  at  it. 
The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  is 
looking  desperately  for  more  money. 
This  bill  calls  for  less  money,  when  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  is  look¬ 
ing  for  more. 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 

2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Dingell]. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  some¬ 
body’s  figures  are  off  somewhere.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  best  information  I  can 
get,  about  1,000  workers  are  employed  in 
the  baler-twine  and  binder-twine  phase 
of  cordage  production  and  of  that  num¬ 
ber  not  over  500  are  engaged  in  the  pro- 
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duction  of  the  baler  twine  with  which 
this  bill  is  concerned. 

For  the  sake  of  argument  let  us  as¬ 
sume  labor  would  be  adversely  affected— 
and  I  will  develop  during  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  that  it  will  not  be — and 
now  consider  the  relative  interest  of  the 
workers  as  opposed  to  the  farmers  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  Con¬ 
sider  the  500  people  who  are  employed 
in  this  phase  of  the  industry — even  if 
they  were  all  employed  in  the  gentle¬ 
mans’  district,  which  they  are  not.  Two 
large  producers  produce  over  80  percent 
of  the  baler  twine  in  this  country. 
Therefore,  it  is  safe  to  assume  that  a 
large  percent  of  the  employment  is  out¬ 
side  of  the  gentleman’s  district.  The 
only  real  force  opposed  to  this  bill  is  the 
Cordage  Institute,  which  is  a  trust  and 
a  combine  with  headquarters  located 
in  the  gentleman’s  State.  But,  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  production  of  baler  twine 
is  not  located  in  the  gentleman’s  State. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  when  you 
take  into  account  the  interest  of  500 
employees  in  the  baler-twine  phase  of 
production  as  against  the  30,000,000 
farmers  and  the  122,000,000  other  citi¬ 
zens  and  consumers  in  the  United  States, 
where  do  you  find  the  weight  of  the  ar¬ 
gument  centered?  It  is  centered  in  the 
interest  of  the  152,000,000  people  minus 
the  500  people  in  the  baler-twine  phase 
of  the  cordage  industry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
no  further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  to  amend 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the 
free  importation  of  twine  used  for  baling 
hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding 
material. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  1005,  with 
Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dingell],  who  is  the  au¬ 
thor  of  the  bill. 

(Mr.  DINGELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  I’evise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  H.  R. 
1005  provides  for  the  free  importation  of 
baler  twine  by  clarifying  the  intent  of 
Congress  in  paragraph  1622  of  section 
201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 

Your  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
held  public  hearings  on  this  legislation 


for  4  days  last  July,  and  recommended 
passage  in  Report  No.  771  dated  July  27* 

There  are  two  major  kinds  of  agricul¬ 
tural  or  harvesting  binding  twines.  One 
is  baler  twine.  The  other  is  binder  twine. 

Baler  twine  is  used  for  binding  hay, 
straw,  and  fodder  crops  harvested  in  the 
field.  It  is  a  twine  of  recent  development, 
first  known  in  1939  and  of  commercial 
importance  first  in  the  early  1940’s. 
Binder  twine  is  used  for  binding  sheaves 
of  grain,  corn,  and  other  crops,  and  for 
binding  bales  of  hay  in  rotary  type  balers. 

If  congressional  intent  in  paragraph 
1622  of  the  Tariff  Act  had  been  to  provide 
only  for  the  duty-free  entry  of  “binder 
twine,”  those  words  would  have  been 
used.  But  the  paragraph  provides  for 
the  duty-free  entry  of  “all  binding 
twine.” 

Nevertheless,  a  Customs  Bureau  official 
ruled  in  1945  that  baler  twine  was  subject 
to  a  duty  of  15  percent  ad  valorem,  and 
the  case  has  been  tied  up  in  customs 
courts  ever  since.  Legislative  recourse 
appears  to  be  the  only  proper  answer  to 
establishing  congressional  intent. 

For  more  than  2  years  I  have  been 
interested  in  this  discrimination  and 
have  introduced  bills  in  the  last  two  Con¬ 
gresses  which  would  provide  for  the  free 
importation  of  baler  twine.  H.  R.  1005 
is  designed  for  the  benefit  of  farmers, 
and  it  is  backed  by  those  who  have  a 
true  interest  in  farmers.  Even  though 
I  introduced  it,  it  is  not  one  which  will 
benefit  my  district.  Do  not  vote  for  it 
on  my  account,  for  I  do  not  have  any 
farmers  in  my  district  except  what  you 
might  call  window-box  farmers.  My 
district  is  strictly  urban,  and  they  do  not 
need  baler  twine  or  binder  twine  for  the 
flowers  and  the  chives  which  are  pro¬ 
duced  for  pleasure  and  kitchen  use. 
Baler  twine  is  used  strictly  by  the  farmer. 

As  is  well  known,  farm  equipment  and 
supplies  have  traditionally  been  on  the 
free  list.  It  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
Congress  intended  that  baler  twine 
should  be  on  the  free  list,  and  but  for 
the  erroneous  ruling  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs,  however  sincere  and 
honest  he  may  have  been  in  the  ruling, 
baler  twine  would  be  on  the  free  list. 
In  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  Congress  in¬ 
tended  to  cover  three  types  of  cordage 
and  twine.  First,  cordage  or  rope;,  sec¬ 
ond,  wrapping  and  tying  twines  used  for 
boxes,  packages,  and  bundles;  and,  third, 
agricultural  binding  twine.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  paragraph  1622  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  put  “all”  agricultural  bind¬ 
ing  twine  on  the  free  list. 

Let  me  prove  to  you  that  there  is  no 
just  basis  for  a  distinction  between  baler 
twine  and  binder  twine.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  sample  of  both  types  of  twine. 
Note  the  similarity.  They  are  manufac¬ 
tured  from  the  same  raw  materials— 
sisal,  henequen,  and  abaca — commonly 
known  as  manila — fibers,  on  the  same 
machines  and  in  the  same  plants.  They 
are  shipped  together  under  the  same 
freight-rate  classifications  and  the  same 
quantity  discounts  are  applicable  to  both. 
They  are  used  by  the  same  farmer  in 
harvesting  his  crops. 

There  is  no  difference  whatever  be¬ 
tween  these  two  types  of  twine,  except 
that  baler  twine  has  a  greater  number 


of  strands  of  sisal,  henequen,  and  manila 
fibers,  and  therefore  a  greater  tensile 
strength  than  binder  twine. 

A  further  indication  of  how  erroneous 
was  the  Commissioner’s  ruling  can  be 
seen  from  the  fact  that  the  Court  of 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  in  the  case 
of  Wilbur-Ellis  Co.  v.  United  States  (26 
CCPA  402  (1939)),  held  that  the  baling 
of  hay  is  an  agricultural  pursuit,  and 
therefore  wire  baling  ties,  which  were 
involved  in  that  case,  were  free  of  duty 
as  agricultural  implements. 

Now,  get  that:  Wire  was  permitted 
free,  entry  because  baling  hay  was  con¬ 
sidered  an  agricultural  pursuit,  yet  baler 
twine  now  by  the  Commissioner’s  ruling 
is  not  permitted  free  entry.  That  is  just 
too  ridiculous  to  contemplate.  The  use 
of  baler  twine  for  baling  crops  on  the 
farm  is  as  much  an  agricultural  pursuit 
as  the  use  of  binder  twine  for  binding 
certain  crops. 

Now  we  come  to  the  so-called  friends 
of  the  farmers  who  are  opposing  this  bill. 
We  run  into  them  every  time  tariff  legis¬ 
lation  is  under  consideration.  They  are 
commonly  known  as  the  high-tariff 
boys.  It  is  amazing  how  their  hearts 
are  bleeding  for  the  farmers  while  con¬ 
sidering  this  legislation.  They  are  only 
concerned  with  his  welfare  they  tell  us, 
and  they  claim  to  be  his  spokesmen. 

Let  me  comment  parenthetically  at 
this  point  on  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Roos,  who  is  the  principal  spokesman 
for  the  Cordage  Trust. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  five  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  have  said  that  I 
would  yield  when  I  have  completed  my 
statement. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  The  gentleman 
says  he  is  interjecting  something  par¬ 
enthetically. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
cline  to  yield. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  comment  par¬ 
enthetically  at  this  point  on  the  state¬ 
ments  of  Mr.  Roos,  the  spokesman  for 
the  trust,  the  voice  of  the  cordage  in¬ 
dustry. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
raise  the  point  of  order  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  about  whom  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  is  talking  does  not  represent 
any  trust. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  That  is  my  opinion; 
the  gentleman  can  have  his. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is 
not  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  we  should  have  a 
quorum  here. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  That  is  all  right,  but 
let  me  point  out  that  the  first  quorum 
move  was  made  by  the  “friend  of  the 
farmers”  from  Nebraska.  If  you  want 
to  sink  the  bill  by  that  or  any  other 
means  you  can  sink  it  and  take  responsi¬ 
bility  for  such  action. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then, 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  Eighty-one 
Members  are  present,  not  a  quorum. 
The.  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Clerk 

called  the 

roll,  and  the 

following  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names: 

[Roll  No.  171] 

Abeniethy 

Evins 

Meader 

Adair 

Fenton 

Merrow 

Allen,  Calif. 

Fine 

Miller,  Calif. 

Allen,  La. 

Fisher 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Anderson, Calif.  Fogarty 

Mitchell 

Andresen, 

Frazier 

Morano 

August  H. 

Gamble 

Morgan 

Angell 

Garmata 

Morrison 

Armstrong 

Gavin 

Morton 

Bakewell 

Gordon 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Barden 

Gore 

Murray,  Wis. 

Earrett 

Granahan 

Nelson 

Bates,  Ky. 

Granger 

O’Konski 

Bentsen 

Green 

O'Neill 

Bishop 

Gw  inn 

Ostertag 

Blackney 

Hagen 

Passman 

Boggs,  La. 

Hall, 

Patman 

Bosone 

Leonard  W. 

Philbin 

Bow 

Harden 

Potter 

Eoykin 

Hart 

PoweU 

Breen 

Harvey 

Quinn 

Brooks 

Havenner 

Rabaut 

Brownson 

Hebert 

Rains 

Euckley 

Hedrick 

Ramsay 

Busbey 

Heffernan 

Reams 

Butler 

Heller 

Redden 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Herter 

Rees,  Kans. 

Camp 

Hill 

Rhodes 

Canfield 

Hillings 

Richards 

Carlyle 

Hinshaw 

Rivers 

Carnahan 

Hoeven 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Case 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Roosevelt 

Chatham 

Hclifield 

Sadlak 

Chenoweth 

Holmes 

St.  George 

Clemente 

Horan 

Scott,  Hardie 

Clevenger 

Howell 

Secrest 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Hunter 

Shafer 

Colmer 

Irving 

Sheehan 

Combs 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Shelley 

Cooley 

Jenison 

Sheppard 

Corbett 

Johnson 

Short 

Cotton 

Jonas 

Sikes 

Coudert 

Jones,  Mo. 

Sittler 

Cox 

Jones, 

Smith,  Wis. 

Crawford 

Hamilton  C. 

Stefan 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Kearns 

Stigler 

Dague 

Kee 

Stockman 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Tackett 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Kennedy 

Talle 

Dawson 

Kerr 

Taylor 

Deane 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Teague 

DeGraffenried 

Kilburn 

Thomas 

Dempsey 

Klein 

Thornberry 

Denny 

Lane 

Vail 

Denton 

Latham 

Vorys 

Dollinger 

LeCompte 

Weichel 

Dolliver 

Lesinski 

Wheeler 

Donohue 

Lind 

Wigglesworth 

Donovan 

Lucas 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Dorn 

McCarthy 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Doyle 

McCormack 

Withrow 

Durham 

McCulloch 

Wolverton 

Eaton 

McGrath 

Wood,  Ga. 

Ellsworth 

Mack,  Ill. 

Wood,  Idaho 

Elston 

Marshall 

Yates 

Engle 

Martin,  Iowa 

Zablocki 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee  having  had  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  bill  H.  R.  1005,  and  finding  itself 
without  a  quorum,  he  had  directed  the 
roll  to  be  called,  when  229  Members  re¬ 
sponded  to  their  names,  a  quorum,  and 
he  submitted  herewith  the  names  of  the 
absentees  to  be  spread  upon  the  Journal. 

The  Committee  resumed  its  sitting. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  is  recognized  for  5  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
said  just  before  we  were  interrupted  by 
the  point  of  no  quorum,  Mr.  Roos,  the 
spokesman  for  the  Cordage  Institute,  the 
trust,  the  combine,  the  monopoly,  in 


answer  to  Chairman  Doughton’s  inquiry 
about  the  critical  shortages  in  baler 
twine  about  which  the  farmers  were 
complaining,  said  that  the  shortage  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  dealers  were 
hoarding  baler  twine,  a  ridiculous,  un¬ 
tenable  statement.  It  is  just  like  saying 
that  an  automobile  dealer  is  hoarding 
automobiles  to  keep  from  making  a 
profit.  That  goes  to  show  you  the  kind 
of  arguments  they  are  advancing  against 
this  bill. 

It  is  very  enlightening  to  look  at  the 
record  of  the  hearings  on  this  bill.  The 
four  national  farm  organizations  and 
every  farmer  who  contacted  our  com¬ 
mittee  were  unequivocal  in  their  support 
of  the  bill.  Yet  we  are  told  that  they 
“know  not  whereof  they  speak.”  The 
farmers  say  that  they  cannot  get  baler 
twine  at  any  price.  The  “high-tariff 
boys”  say  there  is  plenty  of  baler  twine 
being  produced,  and  even  granted  that 
there  is  a  temporary  shortage,  they  in¬ 
form  us  that  it  appears  likely  that  both 
supply  and  price  will  shortly  be  much 
more  favorable. 

I  would  like  to  see  you  sell  that  argu¬ 
ment  to  a  farmer  who  cannot  get  baler 
twine  at  any  price  and  has  his  fields 
covered  with  rotting  hay.  We  all  know 
that  a  farm  of  any  size  that  raises  any 
crops,  whatever  they  may  be,  also  pro¬ 
duces  hay.  This  means  that  if  you  have 
any  farmers  at  all  in  your  district  they 
will  benefit  by  this  bill. 

The  “high-tariff  boys”  point  with  pride 
to  the  fact  that  the  domestic  manufac¬ 
turers  of  baler  twine  have  had  an  in¬ 
crease  in  their  fiber  costs  of  15  cents 
per  pound,  yet  they  have  advanced  their 
price  only  9.7  cents  per  pound. 

This  in  and  of  itself  indicates  on  its 
face  that  there  is  a  monopoly  existing 
on  the  part  of  domestic  producers  of 
baler  twine  and  that  they  have  been 
bleeding  the  farmer  for  every  cent  they 
can  get  out  of  him.  A  very  pertinent 
question  is:  Why  have  not  the  domestic 
producers  of  baler  twine  long  ago  re¬ 
duced  the  price  of  the  twine  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  if  they  can  now  absorb  some  of  the 
increase  in  the  price  of  their  raw  mate¬ 
rials.  Another  thing,  do  not  let  the 
pleas  for  the  domestic  producers  of  baler 
twine  fool  you.  Two  of  these  producers 
account  for  80  percent  of  the  domestic 
production  of  baler  twine.  If  that  is  not 
a  monopoly,  I  would  like  to  see  one. 

The  opponents  of  this  bill  try  to  con¬ 
vince  us  that  the  farmer  will  benefit  only 
a  few  cents  a  year  even  if  baler  twine  is 
imported  duty-free.  Today  the  price  in 
Canada  is  29.43  cents  per  pound,  while 
the  United  States  price  is  34.67  cents 
per  pound.  This  amounts  to  a  difference 
of  5.24  cents  per  pound.  It  is  estimated 
that  125,000,000  pounds  of  baler  twine 
will  be  used  by  farmers  in  1951.  When 
we  multiply  this  quantity  by  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  Canadian  and  the 
United  States  price,  we  arrive  at  the 
figure  of  $6,550,000.  I  am  yet  to  be  con¬ 
vinced  that  this  can  be  adequately 
termed  a  “negligible”  saving  to  farmers. 
This  saving  belongs  to  the  farmer  and 
in  turn  to  the  consuming  public  who  are 
the  actual  sufferers  from  the  greed  of 
the  domestic  manufacturers. 


,  Other  important  benefits  will  be  de¬ 
rived  by  farmers  as  a  result  of  the  en¬ 
actment  of  this  legislation.  The  use  of 
baler  twine  is  the  most  efficient  and  eco¬ 
nomical  means  the  farmer  has  in  baling 
his  crops.  One  man  can  operate  an 
automatic  pickup  baling  machine  which 
uses  baler  twine.  It  takes  2  to  4  men 
to  operate  an  automatic  pickup  baling 
machine  which  uses  wire.  This  saving 
in  labor  alone  is  of  critical  importance 
to  the  farmer  now  since  many  of  his 
sons  have  been  called  into  the  Armed 
Forces  and  farm  labor  is  in  critical 
supply. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  three  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  The  use  of  baler  twine 
has  an  additional  advantage  for  the 
farmer.  It  is  much  safer  than  the  use 
of  wire  because  it  often  happens  that 
the  wire  gets  mixed  in  with  the  hay  and 
other  fodder  crops  which  the  farmer 
feeds  his  cattle,  resulting  in  their  death. 

We  are  told  by  the  opponents  of  this 
legislation  that  laborers  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  baling  twine  will  be 
thrown  out  of  work  if  this  legislation 
should  be  enacted.  My  record  attests  to 
the  fact  that  I  have  been  a  friend  of 
labor  long  before  I  came  to  Congress,  and 
I  will  not  even  argue  the  point  that  I 
would  do  anything  which  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  worker.  Contrary 
to  adversely  affecting  laborers  engaged 
in  the  manufacture  of  baling  twine,  it  is 
my  firm  conviction  that  enactment  of 
this  legislation  will  help  them.  Now, 
many  of  the  farmers  who  can  afford  to 
do  so  have  resorted  to  the  use  of  wire 
baling  machines.  If  the  farmers  can¬ 
not  be  assured  of  an  adequate  supply 
of  baler  twine,  many  more  of  them  will, 
of  necessity,  have  to  resort  to  substitute 
methods  of  baling  their  crops.  The  high 
price  and  the  shortage  in  supply  of  any 
commodity,  we  all  know,  encourage  sub¬ 
stitution.  Converting  to  wire  balers  not 
only  will  throw  workers  engaged  in  mak¬ 
ing  baling  twine  out  of  work,  but  it  will 
be  a  very  expensive  proposition  to  the 
farmer  and  in  turn  increase  the  cost  of 
food  to  consumers. 

I  think  we  can  leave  it  to  the  manu¬ 
facturing  industry  in  our  country  to 
compete  with  any  country  in  the  world 
as  to  the  quality  and  price  of  the'  baler 
twine  which  they  produce.  This  will 
mean  additional  jobs  instead  of  fewer 
jobs.  An  example  right  on  this  point 
can  be  seen  from  the  fact  that  even 
though  farm  machinery  has  been  im¬ 
ported  duty-free  over  the  years,  the 
United  States  is  still  the  greatest  man¬ 
ufacturer  of  farm  machinery  in  the 
world,  and  the  quality  of  our  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  is  such  that  even  if  it  is  higher 
priced,  everyone  still  clamors  for  it. 

The  Cordage  Trust  tells  us  that  foreign 
manufacturers  of  baler  twine  can  sell 
twine  much  cheaper  in  the  United  States 
than  their  members  can  because  of  the 
differences  in  labor  costs.  Yet,  they 
themselves  admit  that  all  manufactur¬ 
ers  in  the  world  are  on  an  equal  footing 
as  far  as  the  purchase  of  raw  material 
and  machinery  used  in  the  manufacture 
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of  baler  twine  are  concerned,  since  these 
items  must  be  imported.  They  admit 
that  the  cost  of  labor  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  baler  twine  accounts  for  only 
about  10  to  14  percent  of  the  selling  price 
of  baler  twine.  This  cannot  represent 
any  great  advantage  or  disadvantage  to 
the  Cordage  Institute  members  as  far  as 
competitive  prices  are  concerned. 

There  is  definitely  a  critical  shortage 
of  baler  twine  which  has  been  artificially 
created  by  the  Cordage  Trust  which  en¬ 
joys  a  monopoly  almost  unheard  of  to¬ 
day.  Even  at  the  exorbitant  prices 
which  they  are  demanding  from  the 
farmers  right  now,  and  which  the  farm¬ 
ers  in  many  instances  are  willing  to  pay, 
the  farmer  still  cannot  get  anywhere 
near  an  adequate  supply  of  baler  twine. 
The  Cordage  Trust  has  attempted  to 
produce  figures  to  dispell  this  shortage. 
These  figures  are  of  little  comfort  to  the 
farmer.  He  knows  where  he  stands. 
He  is  short  of  baler  twine,  his  harvest  is 
rotting  in  the  fields,  and  he  cannot  get 
baler  twine  at  any  price.  You  cannot 
explain  away  this  shortage  by  statistics. 

The  trust  would  have  us  believe  put¬ 
ting  baler  twine  on  the  free  list  will  ruin 
them.  Binder  twine  has  been  imported 
free  of  duty  since  1896  and  domestic 
producers  still  supply  about  75  percent 
of  our  total  binder  twine  requirements. 

There  are  no  adequate  substitutes  for 
baler  twine.  It  cannot  be  made  of  any 
of  the  domestic  fibers  such  as  cotton. 
The  only  way  to  relieve  the  situation 
now  facing  the  farmer  is  to  enact  this 
bill,  and  assure  him  an  adequate  supply 
of  baler  twine. 

Since  the  free  importation  of  baler 
twine  benefits  not  only  the  farmer  but 
the  consuming  public,  enactment  of  this 
legislation  is  of  the  greatest  importane. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  ruling  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  will  eventu¬ 
ally  be  overturned  in  the  courts,  but  the 
farmer  needs  immediate  relief  and  can¬ 
not  await  a  successful  litigation  of  the 
status  of  baler  twine  under  the  Tariff 
Act. 

Congressional  action  is  necessary  and 
we  should  not  leave  it  up  to  the  courts  to 
determine  what  was  the  intent  of  Con¬ 
gress.  We  ourselves  should  clarify  our 
intent  if  it  is  or  has  ever  been  doubtful. 

(Mr.  DINGELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  the  bill 
before  the  House,  H.  R.  1005,  is  to  perma¬ 
nently  remove  the  tariff  of  15  percent 
ad  valorem  on  baler  twine.  This  type 
of  twine  first  came  into  use  in  1939. 
Baler  twine  is  used  principally  in  auto¬ 
matic  pick-up  balers  to  tie  and  bind 
bales  of  hay,  straw,  and  fodder  crops. 
There  are  some  of  us  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  who  believe  that  the 
American  market  is  the  greatest  and 
best  market  in  the  world,  and  also  that 
the  protection  of  our  market  from  ruin¬ 
ous  foreign  competition  through  pro¬ 
tective  tariff  duties  has  given  the  people 
of  the  United  States  the  highest  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  in  the  world.  Tariff  pro¬ 
tection  is  sound  Republican  doctrine. 
Therefore,  whenever  a  legislative  pro¬ 
posal  to  depart  from  tariff  protection 


is  presented  to  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  the  branch  of  Congress  in 
which  it  must  under  the  Constitution 
originate,  a  review  of  our  tariff  history 
may  be  appropriate.  Such  a  review  is 
important  in  peace  times,  and  it  is  doubly 
so  in  times  of  war. 

It  is  doubtful  if  any  influence  other 
than  foreign  influence  would  urge  the 
removal  of  a  tariff  in  opposiiton  to  the 
recommendation  of  our  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment.  .This  being  true  it  is  proper  to 
inquire  what  our  Munitions  Board  has 
to  say  on  the  subject  of  the  removal  of 
the  15  percent  ad  valorem  tariff  on  baler 
twine,  as  it  may  be  inimical  to  our  na¬ 
tional  defense.  When  it  became  ap¬ 
parent  that  H.  R.  1005,  a  bill  to  amend 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for 
the  free  importation  of  twine  used  for 
baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and 
bedding  material  was  Scheduled  for  con¬ 
sideration,  I  wrote  to  the  Munitions 
Board  on  May  29  of  this  year  request¬ 
ing  the  reaction  of  the  Munitions  Board 
as  to  how  the  removal  of  the  tariff  on 
baler  twine  might  affect  our  national- 
defense  program. 

I  received  a  reply  from  the  Munitions 
Board  on  June  6,  1951,  the  pertinent  part 
of  which  reads  as  follows: 

Prom  the  standpoint  of  national  defense 
this  seems  to  be  more  important  than  a  minor 
and  probably  temporary  reduction  in  the 
price  of  baler  twine.  Maintenance  of  domes¬ 
tic  manufacturing  facilities  is  essential  for 
any  requirements  for  rope  and  twine  in  ag¬ 
riculture,  mining,  shipping,  and  for  military 
use.  Therefore,  the  Munitions  Board  is  op¬ 
posed  to  the  elimination  of  the  remaining 
small  duty  on  baler  twine. 

I  inserted  the  full  letter  from  the  Mu¬ 
nitions  Board  on  pages  31  and  32  in  the 
hearings  on  H.  R.  1005.  Such  a  letter 
relating  to  our  national  defense  in  time 
of  war  would,  it  seemed  to  me,  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  any  pressure  from 
domestic  sources  to  reduce  this  tariff. 
I  felt  sure  that  the  real  insistance  that 
action  be  taken  to  reduce  the  tariff  on 
baler  twine  as  against  our  program  of 
national  defense  must  come  from  for¬ 
eign  influence.  In  appraising  proposed 
legislation,  its  sponsors  and  their  pur¬ 
poses  are  of  importance  in  determining 
the  merits  of  a  particular  bill.  I  have 
applied  these  recognized  yardsticks  to 
H.  R.  1005  with  surprising  results.  The 
Members  of  the  House  are  fully  aware 
that  we  have  the  Federal  Lobbying  Act 
on  the  statute  books.  It  is  a  significant 
fact  that  on  January  31,  1951,  the  same 
month  that  H.  R.  1005,  the  baler  twine 
tariff  bill,  was  introduced,  Mr.  Donald 
D.  Hogate  registered  in  accordance  with 
the  Federal  Lobbying  Act  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Brantford  Cordage  Mill, 
in  connection  with  H.  R.  1005. 

The  Brantford  Cordage  Mill,  a  manu¬ 
facturer  of  baler  twine,  is  located  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  Canada.  The  city 
of  Detroit  is  its  natural  port  of  entry  for 
Brantford  baler  twine. 

The  Brantford  Cordage  Mill  employs 
Canadian  labor.  It  pays  taxes  in  Can¬ 
ada — not  in  the  United  States.  The 
wage  scale  in  Canada  is  lower  than  it  is 
in  the  United  States.  This  bill  H.  R. 
1005  viewed  from  every  angle  is  com¬ 
pletely  against  the  interests  of  American 
labor.  The  enactment  of  the  bill  can 


under  no  stretch  of  the  imagination 
benefit  the  farmer  but  on  the  other  hand 
it  can  and  will,  if  enacted  into  law,  turn 
over  our  cordage  industry  to  foreign 
manufacturers  who  pay  not  a  dime  in 
American  taxes  nor  one  cent  to  Ameri¬ 
can  labor. 

The  application  of  Mr.  Hogate  shows 
that  he  receives  $1,000  per  month  and 
expenses  for  this  work,  and  his  quarter¬ 
ly  reports  indicate  that  these  expendi¬ 
tures  have  been  for  news  releases  and 
communications. 

It  is  obvious  that  Mr.  Hogate  has  done 
a  most  efficient  job  as  a  lobbyist  for 
the  foreign  interests  which  he  represents, 
otherwise  H.  R.  1005  would  not  be  on 
the  floor  today.  It  requires  a  man  of 
prestige,  personality,  and  ability  to  per¬ 
suade  leaders  of  farm  organizations  to 
support  legislation  to  weaken,  if  not  to 
ultimately  destroy,  the  cordage  indus¬ 
tries  of  this  country  which  have  given 
outstanding  service  to  the  farmers  of  the 
United  States.  I  am  sure  that  it  must 
be  apparent  that  a  vote  for  H.  R.  1005 
is  a  vote  for  foreign  twine  mills  and 
foreign  labor,  and  a  vote  against  our 
national  defense  program — a  vote 
against  American  labor,  a  vote  against 
American  industry,  a  vote  against  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  tax  collections,  and  final¬ 
ly,  a  vote  against  the  American  farmer. 

I  repeat  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  farmer  to  have  a  great  and  rich 
market  for  his  produce.  Protection  is  a 
policy  which  protects  and  stimulates 
American  industry  and  insures  high 
wages  for  American  labor  and  provides 
the  greatest  market  in  the  world  for  the 
American  farmer.  The  American  farm¬ 
er,  as  well  as  the  American  industrialists 
and  American  workingmen,  must  be 
protected  from  the  invasion  of  that  mar¬ 
ket  by  cheap  foreign  competition. 

It  is  axiomatic  that  a  tariff  law  de¬ 
structive  to  one  line  of  endeavor  in  the 
United  States,  will  lay  its  burdens  upon 
every  line  of  endeavor.  You  cannot 
strike  the  manufacturer  with  a  low  tar¬ 
iff  without  striking  the  labor  he  em¬ 
ploys  and  you  cannot  strike  the  labor 
he  employs  without  striking  the  farmer 
who  produces  for  that  labor. 

It  is  also  true  that  as  the  manufac¬ 
turer  needs  the  business  of  the  farmer 
it  is  to  his  interest  that  business  be  kept 
worth  while  and,  as  the  farmer  depends 
for  his  measure  of  success  upon  the  buy¬ 
ing  ability  of  labor,  he  in  turn  will  do 
best  when  labor  is  fully  employed,  and 
labor  is  fully  employed  only  when  we 
make  in  the  United  States  the  bulk  of 
what  we  consume  in  our  own  country. 

Before  the  passage  of  the  Wilson  low- 
tariff  bill,  President  Harrison  said,  in 
December  1892,  relative  to  conditions: 

There  never  has  been  a  time  in  our  his¬ 
tory  when  work  was  so  abundant  or  wages 
were  so  high,  whether  measured  by  the  cur¬ 
rency  in  which  they  are  paid  or  by  their  own 
power  to  supply  the  necessities  and  com¬ 
forts  of  life. 

On  August  8,  1893,  after  it  was  known 
that  a  low-tariff  measure  would  soon  be 
put  in  force,  President  Cleveland  had 
this  contrasting  story  to  tell.  He  said : 

With  plenteous  crops,  with  abundant 
promise  of  remunerative  production  and 
manufacture,  with  unusual  invitation  to  safe 
investment,  and  with  satisfactory  assurance 
to  business  enterprise,  suddenly  financial 
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distress  and  fear  have  sprang  up  on  every 
side.  *  *  *  Values  supposed  to  be  fixed 

are  fast  becoming  conjectural  and  loss  and 
failure  have  invaded  every  branch  of  busi¬ 
ness. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  enactment 
of  the  Dingiey  bill,  enacted  under  the 
administration  of  William  McKinley, 
saved  the  Nation  from  the  devastating 
results  of  the  low-tariff  Wilson  bill. 

It  was  during  the  debate  on  the  V/ilson 
bill  that  Hon.  Jonothan  P.  Dolliver  made 
a  prophecy.  He  said: 

I,  for  one,  am  not  discouraged  even  if 
Congress  should  enact  this— 

Wilson  low  tariff — • 

into  law,  because  I  know  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  having  learned  their 
lesson  in  the  midst  of  broken  fortunes  and 
impoverished  industries  will  come  back 
speedily  to  the  historic  standards  of  Ameri¬ 
can  common  sense. 

The  people  did  return  to  the  historic 
Payne-Aldrich  covenant  with  prosperity 
in  consequence. 

Memory  is  short,  however,  and  in  time 
experience  under  a  low  tariff  was  for¬ 
gotten,  eyes  were  closed  to  truth.  The 
Payne-Aldrich  covenant  with  prosperity 
was  abandoned. 

Let  us  not  forget  that  it  has  always 
been  the  policy  of  our  Government  to 
guard  against  the  destruction  of  those 
industries  vitally  essential  to  our  na¬ 
tional  security.  Departure  from  this 
policy  prior  to  World  War  I,  when  our 
chemical  industry  was  crippled  and  prac¬ 
tically  destroyed  by  dumping  on  the  part 
of  Germany. 

Now  then,  those  of  us  who  feel  a  deep 
concern  on  the  subject  of  national  se¬ 
curity  do  not  care  to  brush  aside  this 
vital  issue  relating  to  our  national  de¬ 
fense  by  repealing  a  tariff  on  baler  twine 
to  which  repeal  the  Munitions  Board  ob¬ 
jects.  The  members  of  the  minority, 
true  to  the  traditions  of  the  Republican 
Party,  believe  in  national  security  and 
in  tariff  protection,  consider  the  most 
important  single  consideration  respect¬ 
ing  H.  R.  1005  is  the  adverse  effect  on 
our  national  security  if  the  tariff  on 
baler  twine  is  repealed. 

The  time  has  come  to  stop,  look,  and 
listen- 

For  the  last  17  years,  operating  under 
a  trade-agreement  program,  tariffs  have 
been  cut  to  the  lowest  point  in  our  his¬ 
tory.  The  drive  has  been  to  surrender 
our  markets  to  the  foreign  nations  of 
the  world.  The  reciprocal  trade-agree¬ 
ment  policy  was  inaugurated  by  Alger 
Hiss.  It  had  his  blessing  and  that  of  the 
other  Communists  in  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Over  95  percent  of  everything  in  the 
aggregate  produced  in  the  United  States 
is  sold  in  our  domestic  market.  To  sur¬ 
render  this  market  is  to  strike  at  the 
very  heart  of  our  Republic.  None  knew 
this  better  than  the  men  who  framed 
our  Constitution,  and  those  who  sat  in 
the  Frst  Congress  to  assemble  under  it. 
It  was  a  great  day  for  our  young  Re¬ 
public  when  on  the  second  day  of  the 
First  Congress  of  the  United  States,  the 
House  of  Representatives  being  in  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  James  Madison,  who  practically 
wrote  the  Constitution;  James  Madison, 


the  loyal  disciple  of  Thomas  Jefferson; 
James  Madison,  the  second  Democratic 
President  of  the  United  States,  offered  a 
resolution  that  specific  duties  should  be 
levied  on  spirituous  liquors,  wines,  teas, 
sugar,  pepper,  cocoa,  and  spies,  and  an 
ad  valorem  duty  on  all  other  articles. 

What  was  the  preamble  to  this  legis¬ 
lation  proposed  by  Mr.  Madison?  The 
preamble  to  his  resolution  read  like  this : 

Whereas  it  is  necessary  for  the  support  of 
government,  for  the  discharge  of  the  debts 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  encourage¬ 
ment  and  protection  of  manufacturers,  that 
duties  be  laid  on  goods,  wares,  and  mer¬ 
chandise  imported. 

Mr.  Madison  further  said  that  he  was 
“looking  to  the  preservation  of  internal 
industries  upon  which  the  Government 
and  the  people  could  rely  for  strength 
and  well-being.” 

Andrew  Jackson,  who  is  now  deified  by 
an  annual  $100-a-plate  money-raising 
campaign  fund — tax  free — in  a  letter 
under  date  of  April  26,  1824,  to  Dr.  A.  H. 
Coleman,  in  discussing  the  tariff  in  that 
letter,  Andrew  Jackson  placed  protection 
first  and  then  said: 

Beyond  this  I  look  at  the  tariff  with  an 
eye  to  the  proper  distribution  of  labor  and  to 
revenue.  *  *  *  It  is  time  that  we  should 

become  a  little  more  Americanized;  and  in¬ 
stead  of  feeding  the  paupers  and  laborers  of 
England,  feed  our  own;  or  else  in  a  short 
time  by  continuing  our  present  policy — 

The  low  tariff  policy  between  1816 
and  1824 — 

we  shall  all  be  rendered  paupers  ourselves. 

A  review  of  the  tariff  cuts  throughout 
our  history  shows  that  this  country  never 
has  prospered  and  never  can  prosper  by 
taking  our  markets  away  from  home 
producers  and  surrendering  them  to 
foreigners. 

It  has  been  the  experience  under  every 
low  tariff  act  that  when  a  country  has 
captured  our  market  from  an  American 
industry,  the  price  of  the  foreign  article 
is  raised  so  that  the  American  consumer 
is  helpless  and  has  to  pay  more  by  far 
than  he  ever  did  for  the  product  of  the 
domestic  producer. 

Every  conceivable  charge  has  been 
made  against  every  tariff  bill  seeking  to 
protect  the  farmers,  the  laborers,  and 
industry  from  the  importation  of  the 
products  of  foreign  cheap  labor. 

The  one  thing,  the  commanding  thing, 
is  to  save  our  home  markets,  the  mar¬ 
kets  in  which  we  sell  the  greatest  part 
of  what  we  produce,  to  our  own  citizens — 
to  those  who  eat  in  America,  dress  up  in 
America,  and  build  new  homes  in  Amer¬ 
ica. 

Our  farmers  of  today  do  not  recall 
what  the  Wilson  low  tariff  did  to  agri¬ 
culture  in  1920  and  1921.  Some  of  the 
very  old  timers  who  traversed  the  agri¬ 
cultural  and  livestock  regions  have  not, 
I  am  sure,  forgotten  the  hardships  that 
were  visited  upon  the  stockmen  in  that 
low-tariff  period. 

Millions  of  pounds  of  wool  and  beef, 
and  billions  of  pounds  of  vegetable  oils 
were  brought  in  from  foreign  lands  and 
dumped  upon  our  markets  at  a  price 
ruinously  below  the  cost  of  production  in 
America.  The  effect  of  such  staggering 
foreign  competition  was  devastating  to 
the  economy  of  our  agriculture. 


The  history  cf  the  ruinous  effect  of 
low-tariff  legislation  has  repeated  itself 
exactly  the  same  way  five  different  times 
during  the  life  of  the  Republic.  Five 
different  times  prosperity  has  been  re¬ 
gained  under  protection.  Every  time  we 
yield  to  the  pressure  of  the  importers  to 
cut  or  to  repeal  a  protective  tariff,  it  is 
to  export  our  payrolls,  close  our  domestic 
industry,  and  then  suffer  the  penalty  of 
the  price  cf  imports  being  raised  far 
above  the  former  domestic  price. 

The  removal  of  the  15  percent  ad 
valorem  tariff  on  baler  twine  cannot  aid 
the  farmer  this  season,  and  there  is  no 
evidence  to  show  that  he  will  derive  any 
benefits  in  the  future  from  this  free 
trade  move.  It  may  benefit  the  importer 
of  baler  twine  by  creating  a  condition 
that  will  ultimately  destroy  the  domestic 
baler-twine  industry  and  throw  9,000 
American  workmen  out  of  employment. 
The  American  farmer  should  be  the  last 
one  to  sponsor  a  free-trade  policy,  even 
in  the  slightest  degree.  There  will  have 
to  be  an  end  to  supplying  foreign  nations 
with  our  taxpayers’  dollars  to  provide  a 
foreign  market  for  our  farm  and  other 
products. 

The  American  market  is  the  American 
farmers’  future  hope.  The  export  of  our 
factories  and  payrolls  will  eventually  de¬ 
stroy  our  domestic  market. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  regis¬ 
tered  its  disapproval  of  this  proposal  to 
remove  the  tariff  on  baler  twine.  This 
bill  is  an  importer’s  bill  masquerading 
as  domestic  farm  legislation. 

I  want  to  point  out  here  that  this  man 
Hogate  has  done,  as  I  said,  a  magnificent 
job,  and  I  say  this  to  you  in  all  sincerity, 
in  convincing  the  farm  leaders  of  this 
country — not  the  farmers  but  the  farm 
leaders  of  this  country  that  they  will 
benefit  by  the  destruction  of  our  cordage 
industry,  and  yielding  to  Canada  and 
Canada’s  industries.  But,  it  wTill  result 
in  simply  robbing  our  Treasury  of  taxes 
and  custom  duties,  and  also  in  throwing 
labor  out  of  employment  and  forcing  the 
farmers  to  pay  the  foreign  price.  You_ 
will  get  some  more  information  on  this 
from  one  of  my  colleagues  when  he 
speaks. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  this  bill  is 
passed,  and  as  a  result  the  few  twine 
mills  remaining  in  the  United  States  are 
forced  completely  out  of  business,  will 
not  American  farmers  then  be  put  in  the 
position  where  they  will  have  to  pay 
whatever  price  the  foreign  twine  pro¬ 
ducers  want  to  charge  in  the  future? 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  has  been 
the  history  every  single  time  we  have 
lowered  the  tariff.  Consider  the  dye  sit¬ 
uation.  if  you  please.  What  happened 
to  us  then?  During  the  war  it  almost 
caused  our  defeat. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  that  hap¬ 
pens,  then  it  will  be  to  the  detriment  of 
our  farmers,  and  this  legislation  would 
injure  the  farmers  of  the  United  States 
rather  than  benefit  them. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is 
right. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 
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Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  DingellL 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Reed]  indicts  the  farmers  and  their 
spokesmen  in  this  matter. 

The  original  author  of  the  twine  bill 
was  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska,  Hugh  Butler.  If  anybody  can 
pull  the  wool  over  his  eyes,  I  am  sorry 
for  him  and  for  the  farmers  who  sent 
him  here  from  the  great  State  of, 
Nebraska. 

I  want  to  take  the  opportunity  now 
to  point  out  how  totally  wrong  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]  is  as 
regards  the  letter  upon  which  he  rests 
his  entire  case  as  far  as  the  safety  of 
the  country-  is  concerned.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  referred  to  that 
letter  which  he  had  printed  on  page  5 
of  the  report,  signed  by  C.  W.  Middleton, 
vice  chairman  for  production  and  re¬ 
quirements.  He  is  the  subordinate  of 
Mr.  John  D.  Small,  who  is  Chaii’man  of 
the  Munitions  Board. 

I  agree  100  percent  with  the  conten¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
that  we  should  consider  very  seriously 
the  position  of  the  Munitions  Board  on 
enactment  of  H.  R.  1005.  The  gentle¬ 
man’s  comments  on  the  Board’s  position 
are  based  upon  a  premature  letter  se¬ 
cured  under  misapprehension  from  the 
Munitions  Board  in  order  to  bolster  his 
stand  for  high  tariffs,  whether  the 
farmer,  the  consumer,  or  anybody  else 
suffers. 

We  have  all  seen  through  this  cloak; 
and  as  a  further  indication  of  his  frantic 
effort  to  bolster  his  position  by  any 
means  possible  I  would  like  to  read  a 
letter  addressed  to  me,  dated  August  25, 
from  Chairman  John  D.  Small,  of  the 
Munitions  Board,  wherein  Mr.  Small  has 
this  to  say: 

This  is  in  answer  to  your  inquiry  of  August 
15,  1951,  relative  to  H.  R.  1005,  a  bill  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  free  importation  of  baler  twine. 

In  order  to  supply  the  Honorable  Daniel  A. 
Reed  expeditiously  with  certain  factual  in¬ 
formation  which  was  requested  in  his  letter 
to  me  of  May  29,  1951,  Mr.  Middleton’s  reply 
of  June  6,  1951,  to  Congressman  Reed  was 
sent  prior  to  full  development  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  position  on  this  bill.  The 
Department  of  Defense  has  no  objection  to 
the  enactment  of  H.  R.  1005. 

Even  the  attempt  to  defeat  this  bill 
on  the  grounds  that  it  would  seriously 
hamper  our  defense  effort  is  once  and 
for  all  put  in  its  proper  place  by  Mr. 
Small’s  letter  of  disavowal. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  and  I 
secured  these  letters  as  individual  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  for  our  own  information  and 
guidance.  He,  unfortunately,  contacted 
an  employee  of  the  Board,  while  I  con¬ 
tacted  its  Chairman  at  a  later  date. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]. 

(Mr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
pending  bill,  H.  R.  1005,  provides  for  the 


free  importation  of  baler  twine.  This 
bill  was  favorably  reported  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means,  as  I  recall  it, 
by  a  vote  of  17  to  6.  Several  of  our  dis¬ 
tinguished  colleagues  on  the  Republican 
side  of  the  House  voted  for  the  bill  and, 
as  I  understand,  are  still  supporting  it. 

Baler  twine  is  now  subject  to  a  duty  of 
15  percent  ad  valorem.  It  is  used  pri¬ 
marily  in  automatic  pick-up  hay  balers 
to  tie  and  bind  bales  of  hay,  straw,  and 
fodder  crops.  It  first  came  into  use  in 
1939  and  its  use  has  increased  materially 
since  that  time,  due  to  the  steadily  in¬ 
creasing  use  of  automatic  pick-up  twine 
balers  by  farmers  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  The  farmers  find  that  such  baling 
is  efficient  and  economical,  and  that  the 
use  of  this  baling  twine  is  much  more 
desirable  than  the  use  of  baling  wire,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  much  safer  for  livestock. 
Binder  twine  which  is  also  an  agricul¬ 
tural  twine  and  which  is  used  primarily 
for  binding  sheaves  of  grain  and  corn 
and  in  some  cases  hay,  has  been  duty¬ 
free  since  1896.  In  many  other  instances 
Congress  has  exempted  from  duty  com¬ 
modities  and  implements  used  in  agri¬ 
cultural  pursuits. 

We  have  this  simple  situation  present-, 
ed  today  through  the  consideration  of 
the  pending  bill:  What  is  called  binder 
twine  is  on  the  free  list,  and  what  has 
since  been  termed  baler  twine  is  on  the 
dutiable  list  with  a  15  percent  duty.  The 
only  difference  in  the  two  products  is 
that  baler  twine  contains  a  few  more 
strands  of  fiber  than  binder  twine.  They 
are  both  used  by  the  farmers  throughout 
the  country.  So  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  felt  that  it  was  only  fair  and 
proper  to  respond  to  the  request  of  the 
farmers  throughout  the  country  to  make 
this  essential  farm  commodity  subject  to 
the  same  duty-free  entry  as  the  other 
type  of  twine  that  is  used  by  the  farmers. 

Witnesses  representing  all  of  the  farm 
organizations  of  the  country  appeared 
before  the  committee  strongly  support¬ 
ing  the  pending  bill;  in  fact,  the  great 
support  that  is  afforded  this  measure 
comes  from  the  farm  organizations  of 
the  country,  and  all  the  farmers  who 
have  expressed  themselves  to  members  of 
the  committee  are  in  favor  of  this  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  How  much  will  the 
Government  lost  by  the  passage  of  this 
bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  have  the  exact 
figures  before  me,  but  the  effect  on  the 
revenue  will  be  very  slight.  All  of  the 
departments  of  the  Government  that 
gave  any  expression  on  the  measure  are 
in  support  of  it,  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  strongly  supported  the 
passage  of  this  bill  in  a  communication 
to  the  committee  which  appears  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  In  respect  to  the 
effect  on  the  revenue,  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  that  anything  that  helps  the 


farmer  helps  the  revenues  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  because  it  enables  him  to  make 
larger  profits  and  pay  larger  income 
taxes;  and  what  is  lost  by  the  reduction 
of  the  tariff  will  be  more  than  offset 
by  the  increased  income  tax  the  farmer 
will  pay  as  a  result  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Would  the  gentleman 
deal  with  the  attitude  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense?  In  answer  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
the  Department  wrote  him  a  letter  giv¬ 
ing  in  full  the  reasons  why  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  was  opposed  to  the  bill. 
Then  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  to 
our  surprise,  read  a  letter  repudiating 
that  but  not  giving  the  reasons  for  the 
repudiation.  Would  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  be  able  to  explain  what  the 
reason  for  the  difference  was? 

Mr.  COOPER.  In  the  limited  time 
available  I  will  not  perhaps  be  able  to 
develop  that  question  as  fully  as  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  might  desire, 
but  the  fact  is  that  the  head  the  Muni¬ 
tions  Board  has  unequivocally  stated 
that  the  previous  letter  written  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  was  written 
before  the  full  facts  were  developed,  and 
now  in  another  letter  dated  just  a  few 
days  ago  the  Chairman  of  the  Muni¬ 
tions  Board  unequivocally  states  thatr- 
the  Board  has  no  objection  to  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Was  the  second  letter 
submitted  to  the  committee  for  its 
consideration? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  second  letter  was 
dated  August  28,  1951,  which  was  after 
the  bill  was  reported  by  the  committee. 

I  am  strongly  supporting  the  pending 
bill  and  urge  its  passage. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins]. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  with 
reference  to  what  has  been  said  in  this 
debate  that  has  arisen  concerning  the 
recommendation  of  the  Munitions  Board, 
let  us  review  what  has  been  said.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed] 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  Munitions  Board. 
This  Board  immediately  replied. 

The  Board  gave  its  reasons  why  it  rec¬ 
ommended  against  the  passage  of  this 
legislation.  Now,  then,  it  appears  that 
somebody  secured  a  letter  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board.  I  wonder  where 
this  effort  came  from  and  why  the  Board 
did  not  report  its  action  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed].  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed] 
made  the  inquiry  and  they  replied  to  it. 
Somebody  must  have  made  inquiry  of  the 
Chairman  and  he  comes  back  with  a  dif¬ 
ferent  kind  of  an  answer.  It  would  seem 
that  this  Chairman  should  at  least  have 
given  Mr.  Reed  some  information  with 
reference  to  this  last  letter. 

But  the  man  who  replied  to  Mr.  Reed 
made  several  very  significant  statements. 
He  gave  reasons  for  his  position.  Here 
is  why  he  says  the  Board  is  against  the 
importation  of  this  material  free  of  duty. 
He  says  that  in  the  production  of  this 
commodity  there  is  consumed  a  com- 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  September  13 


11498 

modity  that  the  Government  needs  in  its 
stockpile.  That  commodity  is  sisal.  In 
the  letter  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Reed  he  gave 
the  figures  to  show  how  much  more  sisal 
is  consumed  year  after  year  in  its  pro¬ 
duction,  and  indicating  why  it  is  really  a 
dangerous  matter  so  far  as  stockpiling 
is  concerned.  This  commodity  called 
sisal  is  a  very  important  commodity. 

Let  me  give  you  the  figures  in  Mr. 
Reed’s  letter.  It  is  stated  in  that  letter 
that  in  1946  the  amount  of  sisal  con¬ 
sumed  was  13,100,000  pounds;  in  1947, 
24,600,000;  in  1948,  27,100,000;  1949, 
34,400,000;  and  in  1850  it  is  estimated  at 
56,500,000. 

Now  those  figures  indicate  why  the 
Eoard  made  this  decision.  It  is  purely  a 
matter  of  conservation  of  sisal. 

It  has  been  stated  here  several  times 
that  these  two  twines  are  exactly  alike, 
the  only  difference  being  in  size.  That  is 
not  right,  that  is  not  true.  These  two 
twines  are  not  exactly  alike.  The  com¬ 
ponent  parts  are  different.  The  binder 
twine  has  got  less  of  this  important  com¬ 
modity  we  call  sisal  in  it  than  the  other, 
and,  besides,  we  country  boys  who  have 
been  raised  on  a  farm  know  something 
about  it.  I  have  used  this  binder  twine 
on  many  hot  days.  The  baler  twine 
comes  along  and  it  has  some  different 
commodities  in  it.  It  is  appropriate  for 
certain  purposes.  Binder  twine  is  used 
for  binding  wheat.  When  the  wheat  is 
bound  it  will  in  a  short  period  go 
through  the  thresher.  This  baler  twine 
binds  and  bales  the  hay  and  that  hay 
must  be  bound  firmly  and  the  twine  must 
resist  the  attack  of  rodents  and  insects. 
This  baler  twine  is  treated  to  prevent  the 
bugs  and  worms  from  cutting  it.  Hay 
when  baled  is  sometimes  kept  for  many 
months  before  it  is  used. 

It  is  a  different  commodity,  maybe  not 
vitally  different,  but  it  is  sufficiently  dif¬ 
ferent  not  to  be  the  same,  as  has  been  in¬ 
dicated  here. 

It  is  true  that  the  farm  organizations 
have  come  out  in  favor  of  this  legislation. 
I  have  high  regard  for  the  opinion  of 
these  organizations.  I  do  not  speak  for 
the  farm  organizations,  but  I  dare  say 
that  last  spring  when  they  made  these 
announcements  that  was  the  way  they 
felt  about  it.  There  was  a  shortage  of 
baler  twine  in  the  country.  I  do  not  know 
what  they  would  say  now.  The  season 
is  practically  over.  This  commodity  is 
not  going  to  be  in  great  demand  now. 
On  behalf  of  the  manufacturers  of  this 
commodity  let  me  say  to  you  that  they 
anticipated  the  best  they  could.  There 
is  evidence  before  our  committee  that 
those  who  manufactured  this  commodity 
last  year  made  about  twice  as  much  as 
they  did  in  previous  years.  However, 
everybody  knows  that  the  advance  in  the 
use  of  the  baler  twine  has  been  phenom¬ 
enal.  It  has  been  only  a  few  years  since 
you  saw  haystacks  being  up  all  over  the 
country,  but  the  last  year  or  two  there 
have  been  very  few  stacks  going  up.  The 
demand  for  baler  twine  has  really  out¬ 
stripped  the  production. 

Now,  what  is  the  use  of  getting 
agitated  over  this?  The  season  is  over, 
and  by  next  season  those  who  manufac¬ 
ture  this  commodity  wil  have  learned 
their  lesson  and  will  meet  the  demands. 
They  will  manufacture  more  of  it  and 


produce  it  so  that  it  will  be  more  equi¬ 
tably  distributed.  I  have  a  letter  here 
from  a  man  who  says  that  a  man  from 
his  community  went  to  town  and  bought 
five  or  six  times  as  much  baler  twine  as 
he  needed  and  hoarded  it.  There  is  no 
question  but  that  there  has  been  a  black 
market  in  baler  twine,  because  some 
people  get  scared  and  buy  up  the  supply, 
and  some  get  more  than  they  need  and 
others  do  not  get  enough. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  If  you  re¬ 
peal  the  tariff  on  baler  twine,  has  any¬ 
body  promised  that  the  price  will  go 
down  to  the  farmer? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Here  will  be  the  out¬ 
come  of  that.  History  has  proven  this 
proposition  to  be  true  all  the  time,  and 
that  is  this ;  Whenever  we  open  our  door 
to  foreign  importations  and  we  put  our 
manufacturing  plants  out  of  business, 
there  the  foreign  manufacturers  will 
increase  their  prices  as  much  as  the 
trade  will  stand.  Where  does  it  come 
from  now?  It  comes  from  Mexico  and 
Canada,  and  just  as  soon  as  we  nullify 
the  effectiveness  of  our  own  manufac¬ 
turing  plants  and  we  cut  down  their 
production,  the  prices  wil  go  up  on  the 
commodity  that  comes  into  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  that  has  always  been  true. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  We  just  had  an 
experience  where  England  raised  the 
price  of  rubber  and  tin  three  times  its 
value,  and  the  Department  of  Defense 
said  that  would  cost  everybody  in  this 
country  three  times  as  much  as  it  did 
before.  Is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  what  I  tried 
to  illustrate,  and  the  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ment  illustrates  it  more  clearly. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  that  it  might 
be  difficult  for  some  to  vote  against 
the  recommendation  of  the  farmers  in 
this  case,  but  someone  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  asked  one  farm  organization  a 
very  important  and  pertinent  question 
on  this  subject.  He  said,  “Who  are 
you  going  to  sell  your  production  to  if 
you  are  going  to  buy  everything  you 
buy  from  somebody  else?  Where  is  the 
farmer  going  to  get  his  market?  In 
Mexico  or  Canada?”  Everybody  knows 
that  Canada  has  all  the  farm  produc¬ 
tion  it  needs  and  Mexico  has  practically 
nothing.  When  the  American  farmer 
begins  to  reason  this  thing  out,  and 
when  this  distressful  hour  has  passed, 
I  think  they  will  change  their  minds. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mi’.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  gentleman  something  of  the 
same  question  I  asked  a  moment  ago. 
If  we,  by  the  passage  of  this  legislation, 
destroy  the  binder  and  baler  twine  in¬ 
dustry  here  in  the  United  States, 
whether  or  not  the  farmers  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  will  not  then  be  at  the  mercy  of 
foreign  manufacturers,  and  have  to  pay 
in  the  future  any  price  that  they  may 


wish  to  charge  for  baler  twine  in  order 
to  get  it? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  right. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  And  if  we  put 
the  farmers  of  the  Nation  at  the  mercy 
of  the  foreign  producers,  then  we  will 
not  be  doing  the  farmers  any  benefit  by 
the  passage  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Absolutely  not,  and  I 
think  the  farmers  will  reason  this  out 
themselves.  This  one  man  that  we  put 
the  question  to  indicated  that  he  had 
already  seen  the  light  at  that  time. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  This  is  a  bill  which,  of 
course,  may  seem  very  difficult  for  rep¬ 
resentatives  from  agricultural  districts 
to  vote  against.  I  ask  the  gentleman 
this  question:  If  we  permit  binder  twine 
or  anything  else  to  come  into  this  coun¬ 
try  duty-free,  if  we  permit  the  things 
that  the  farmer  uses  to  come  into  this 
country  duty-free,  then  by  the  same 
token  could  not  the  consumers  of  Amer¬ 
ica  expect,  in  all  fairness,  that  the  farm 
products  come  into  this  country  gratis, 
duty-free?  Now  we  are  embarking  upon 
a  very  dangerous  program,  as  I  see  it. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  right,  we  will 
not  be  able  to  anticipate  all  the  conse¬ 
quences. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  As  the  gentleman  said, 
the  binder  twine  needs  for  this  season 
are  practically  over. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  We  have  a  lot  of  things 
to  consider  when  we  vote  a  bill  of  this 
nature,  because  we  are  trying  to  keep 
fats  and  oils  out  of  this  country  which 
would  otherwise  destroy  the  farmer’s 
price. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  we  folks  from  the 
agriculture  districts  are  in  favor  of  that. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  gentleman  from 
Iowa  is  well  recognized  as  a  friend  of  the 
farmer  and  one  who  knows  the  farmer’s 
problems;  and,  not  boasting,  I  think  I 
do,  too,  and  I  think  it  would  be  rather 
dangerous  for  the  farmer  to  ask  us  to 
go  too  far  on  this  kind  of  a  program  just 
for  this  one  commodity. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  That  is  right,  because 
if  we  open  the  door,  if  we  vote  for  this 
bill,  then  to  be  consistent  we  must  vote 
to  bring  in  other  products  free  of  duty. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  you  get  yourself 
in  a  precarious  position. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  think  we  have  devel¬ 
oped  that.  Just  see  what  the  laboring 
people  of  this  country  have  to  say.  We 
had  some  testimony  to  that  effect,  and  I 
would  like  for  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan,  the  great  farmer 
from  Detroit,  to  listen  to  what  the  labor¬ 
ing  men  have  to  say  about  this  preposi¬ 
tion.  This  is  what  they  say: 

According  to  our  estimates,  the  average 
United  States  farmer  would  possibly  save  only 
$1.60  per  year  if  there  were  a  reduction  in 
the  duty  and  the  twine  were  imported  on  the 
free  list.  We  cannot  imagine  that  this  sum 
represents  a  sufficient  enough  amount  really 
to  affect  the  economy  of  the  farmer.  It  is 
far  more  important  to  American  agriculture 
that  the  supply  of  the  product  be  guaran¬ 
teed  at  all  times  either  in  peace  or  war. 
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The  advantages  to  the  foreign  producers 
Is  not  sufficiently  great  to  warrant  this 
change  in  tariff  policy. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Can  the  gentleman 
tell  us  how  many  men  are  employed  in 
the  industry  now  producing  twine? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  think  the  hearings 
indicate  that  there  are  about  nine  thou¬ 
sand  employed.  Just  remember  that  the 
production  of  binder  twine  and  baler 
twine  is  a  very  small  part  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  cordage  industry.  The  time 
will  come  when  these  cordage  industries 
will  have  to  make  rope  for  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  They  will  have  to  make  a  lot 
of  different  things  out  of  the  raw  mate¬ 
rial  that  they  handle.  It  may  come  to 
a  place  where  it  will  be  difficult  for  them 
to  do  these  things  if  we  hamper  their 
production. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?  He  specifically 
referred  to  me  in  regard  to  a  matter 
that  I  think  in  fairness  I  ought  to  be 
able  to  reply  to. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Reference  was  made 
in  the  letter  from  which  the  gentleman 
quoted  to  a  saving  of  $1.60  per  farmer. 
According  to  my  calculation,  30,000,000 
farmers  times  $1.60  is  $48,000,000  a  year 
if  all  of  them  were  involved  which  of 
course  is  not  true.  I  have  said  this  bill 
will  save  the  farmer  over  $6,000,000. 
That  is  an  awful  lot  of  money  for  the 
farmer  about  whom  you  have  been  cry¬ 
ing,  but  now  you  are  not  willing  to  help 
him.  I  will  put  my  record  in  support  of 
labor  against  yours  at  any  time. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Only 
$5,000,000  is  involved. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  May  I  reply  to  the 
great  farmer  from  Detroit  by  saying 
that  I  wonder  what  his  great  interest  in 
this  proposition  is  when  on  the  face  of 
the  things  those  who  generally  speak 
for  labor  have  indicated  clearly  their 
opposition  to  this  bill?  I  don’t  know 
where  he  gets  the  figures  that  there  are 
30,000,000  farmers  in  the  country.  He 
has  his  figures  mixed.  There  are  about 
30,000,000  people — men,  women  and 
children  on  the  farm.  There  are,  I 
think,  about  3,000,000  farm  units  in  the 
country.  The  amount  of  duty  involved 
will  I  think  be  well  below  $5,000,000. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  My  labor  people  did 
not  tell  me  that.  They  will  stand  be¬ 
hind  me  just  as  I  will  stand  and  have 
stood  behind  them,  I  will  assure  my 
brother  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  All  the  testimony 
given  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Commit¬ 
tee  by  those  representing  labor '  is  in 
opposition  to  the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Eberharter ]. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  a  little  bit  surprised  that  a  bill  of 
this  sort  has  caused  such  a  commotion 
this  afternoon.  I  am  more  than  sur¬ 
prised,  I  am  amazed  at  the  position  taken 
by  the  alleged  friends  of  the  farmers. 


those  that  have  been  crying  for  years  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  that  they 
are  friends  of  the  farmers. 

’  The  only  reason  there  is  any  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  bill,  when  you  get  down  to 
brass  tacks,  is  the  fact  that  a  few,  per¬ 
haps  six  or  seven,  cordage  manufacturers 
have  made  objection  to  it.  That  is  the 
only  reason  there  is  a  fight  on  this  bill. 
The  question  is — are  you  going  to  legis¬ 
late  in  favor  of  a  few  manufacturers  of 
cordage  and  baler  twine  as  against  the 
farmers  of  the  country?  It  was  shown  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  that 
farmers  all  over  the  country — not  merely 
in  one  area,  but  all  over  the  country, 
when  they  went  to  the  store  to  get  baler 
twine  they  found  it  was  simply  unob¬ 
tainable.  The  stores  did  not  have  any. 
As  a  result,  the  farmers  had  no  twine 
with  which  to  bale  their  hay,  which  re¬ 
sulted  perhaps  in  a  loss  of  many,  many 
thousands  of  dollars,  and  perhaps  in  a 
loss  of  valuable  foodstuffs. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Simpson]  brought  up  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  prices  would  go  down 
to  the  farmers,  if  this  import  duty  was 
removed.  If  the  prices  did  not  go  down, 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit:  Will  the  manu¬ 
facturer  be  hurt  if  prices  remain  the 
same?  How  can  the  manufacturers  be 
hurt  if  the  prices  remain  the  same?  I 
tell  you  it  is  not  a  matter  altogether  of 
price.  It  is  a  matter  of  getting  the  baler 
twine  so  that  the  farmers  will  be  able  to 
bale  their  hay. 

Are  you  going  to  put  yourselves  on 
record  as  telling  the  four  major  farm 
organizations  that  they  do  not  know 
what  they  are  talking  about  when  they 
ask  for  the  passage  of  this  bill?  Are 
you  going  to  listen  to  their  recommenda¬ 
tions?  Are  you  going  to  go  against  what 
they  recommended  when  they  came  be¬ 
fore  the  committee — the  four  of  them — ■ 
perhaps  for  the  first  time  in  history  that 
they  have  all  had  the  exa'ct  same  view¬ 
point?  Are  you  going  to  go  on  record 
and  say  “You  do  not  know  what  you  are 
talking  about  even  though  you  represent 
practically  all  of  the  farmers  in  the 
Nation?” 

Mr.  Chairman,  talking  about  the  poor 
employees  who  will  be  affected,  of 
course,  anybody  who  has  heard  that 
argument  advanced  before  by  those  on 
the  left  side  of  the  aisle  know  that  it  is 
nothing  much  more  than  crocodile 
tears.  There  are  very,  very  few  em¬ 
ployees  who  will  be  affected  by  the 
passage  of  this  bill.  As  I  said,  I  do  not 
think  there  are  more  than  six  or  seven 
cordage  plants,  and  perhaps  not  a  thou¬ 
sand  employees  affected.  Whereas,  you 
might  be  affecting  30,000,000  farmers. 
Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  old  fight  by 
those  who  want  to  maintain  high  tariffs 
regardless  of  the  harm  to  the  American 
consuming  public,  and  the  American 
farmer,  and  the  American  business  man. 
They  want  to  maintain  high  tariffs  so 
that  a  few  can  make  greater  and  greater 
profits.  The  prices  of  baler  twine  has  in¬ 
creased  so  tremendously  that  it  has  hurt 
the  farmers’  pocketbook.  Worse  than 
that  Mr.  Chairman — worse  than  hurting 
the  farmers’  pocketbook,  it  has  resulted 
in  the  waste  of  hay.  It  is  the  same  old 


question  of  the  Republican  Party — those 
who  want  to  adhere  to  the  principle  of 
high  tariffs. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  small  number  of  em¬ 
ployees  affected.  I  think — of  course,  it 
was  unintentional  on  his  part — that  he 
is  inaccurate  in  his  statement.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  refers  to  only  1,000  employees.  I 
know  of  one  company  which  employs 
something  like  1,400  employees  in  this 
industry,  and  there  are  many  of  these 
companies  throughout  the  country 
which  would  be  adversely  affected  by 
this  particular  legislation. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman, 
I  think,  is  referring  to  plants  that  pro¬ 
duce  not  only  baler  twine,  but  binder 
twine  and  other  cordage,  meaning 
rope — all  different  types  of  rope,  heavy 
rope  and  light  rope  and  so  on,  which 
is  somewhat  similar  to  baler  twine.  If 
I  may  say  to  the  gentleman,  why  should 
we  make  a  distinction  between  baler 
twine  which  is  used  for  baling  hay,  and 
binder  twine,  and  binder  wire? 

Binder  wire  and  binder  twine  come  in 
duty  free.  Do  you  want  to  impose  on 
baler  twine  a  15-percent  ad  valorem 
duty,  when  they  are  all  used  for  prac¬ 
tically  the  same  purpose?  If  we  do  that 
we  are  doing  an  inequitable  thing  to 
the  baler  twine.  That  is  simply  what 
you  are  advocating — I  mean  those  who 
are  opposing  this  bill. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  am  not  at  all  si^re 
that  it  is  a  fair  argument  to  say  that 
because  you  sack  one  company  by  let¬ 
ting  other  kinds  of  twine  in  free  and 
allowing  foreign  competition  in  that  de¬ 
partment  that  you  should  go  further  and 
now  go  after  that  same  company  again 
and  decrease  their  business  and  throw 
their  employees  out  on  the  street  be¬ 
cause  of  increased  foreign  competition. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman 
would  advocate  placing  a  15-percent  ad 
valorem  duty  on  binder  twine? 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  do  not  know  the 
situation  with  regard  to  that.  I  would 
not  advocate  that.  I  do  know  that  the 
passage  of  this  legislation  would  be  a 
very  serious  blow  to  certain  companies 
with  which  I  am  familiar.  I  question 
whether  we  would  not  be  properly  serv¬ 
ing  the  interests  of  everyone  by  simply 
extending  this  temporarily  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  situation. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  firms  mak¬ 
ing  binding  twine  have  not  been  hurt 
because  the  material  that  is  used  for 
binder  twine  is  coming  in  free  of  duty. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
speaking  about  the  baler  twine  and 
binder  twine,  there  is  no  difference  ex¬ 
cept  in  the  tensile  strength  and  the 
thickness.  It  is  used  by  the  same  peo¬ 
ple. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  You  do  not 
use  binder  twine  in  baling  hay.  That 
might  be  Detroit  farming  but  that  is  not 
real  farming. 
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Mr.  DINGELL.  Oh,  why  does  not  the 
gentleman  talk  sense? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  the  gentle¬ 
man  can  understand  sense,  I  will  be  glad 
to  talk  sense. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  refuse  to  yield  further,  because  I  do 
not  want  to  get  into  discussions  of  out¬ 
side  matters. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield,  as  he  said  he 
would  earlier  in  the  debate? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  do  not  want 
to  get  into  any  argument  and  I  do  not 
want  anybody  else  on  the  floor  to  get 
into  any  argument. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  understand 
the  gentleman  is  taking  his  position  be¬ 
cause  of  his  interest  in  the  farmer. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  No,  not  alto- 
gether 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  But  partially? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  would  not  say 
that  now.  The  gentleman  does  not 
want  to  accuse  me  of  that,  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Are  you  tak¬ 
ing  it  because  you  are  interested  in  la¬ 
bor? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman 
knows  I  have  always  voted  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  interest  of  the  entire  country  and 
not  for  any  one  particular  segment  or 
anything  like  that.  I  have  voted  for  every 
measure  which  I  thought  would  be  for 
the  benefiit  of  the  farmer  and  the  la¬ 
borer  and  business  and  for  the  general 
interest  of  the  entire  country.  I  am  not 
a  sectional  man  and  I  have  never  voted 
sectionally  and  the  gentleman  knows 
that.  I  do  not  think  he  should  inti¬ 
mate  that  I  am  voting  just  for  the  sake 
of  the  farmer  for  this  measure. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  welcom¬ 
ing  you  to  the  group  who  is  interested 
in  the  farmer.  I  wish  the  gentleman 
had  held  the  same  interest  when  he  pro¬ 
posed  a  tax  on  every  American  farm, 
and  when  he  opposed - 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  refuse  to  yield 
further,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  And  when  he 
proposed  slaughtering  quotas  and  beef 
rollbacks. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  refuse  to  yield. 
The  gentleman  has  made  a  misstatement 
and  everybody  on  the  floor  knows  it. 
He  has  become  accustomed  to  doing 
things  like  that  whenever  some  speaker 
has  not  yielded  to  him.  I  do  not  think 
that  is  acting  in  a  way  that  a  Member 
of  the  House  should  act  or  should  treat 
another  Member  of  the  House  who  is  try¬ 
ing  to  do  his  duty  as  he  sees  it,  who  is 
making  an  argument  on  what  he  thinks 
are  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  do  not  want  to 
hurt  the  feelings  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  but  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman  to  say  that  this  would  only  hurt 
a  few  people. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  My  statement 
was  it  would  hurt  only  a  comparatively 
few  it  might  possibly  hurt,  temporarily, 
a  few  employees,  specifically  engaged  in 
the  manufacture  or  processing  of  baler 
twine.  I  do  not  think  it  would.  In  the 
last  analysis  it  would  not  hurt  them. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Dague]  such  time  as  he 
may  desire. 

(Mr.  DAGUE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  in¬ 
terest  in  the  pending  bill  stems  from  a 
primary  concern  for  the  needs  of  the 
farming  interests  in  my  district  who 
have  been  confronted  with  untold  diffi¬ 
culties  in  securing  sufficient  baler  twine 
to  meet  their  requirements  during  the 
recent  harvest  season.  There  is  also, 
however,  some  apprehension  on  my  part 
that  in  raising  the  tariff  gate  we  may 
do  irreparable  damage  to  our  own  cord¬ 
age  industry  which  in  normal  times  can 
meet  our  domestic  needs  of  baler  twine. 

The  persuasive  arguments  advanced 
by  the  National  Grange,  the  Farm  Bu¬ 
reau  Federation,  and  the  National  Coun¬ 
cil  of  Farmer  Cooperatives  are  most 
compelling  and  I  am  particularly  im¬ 
pressed  by  their  point  that  binder 
twine — used  for  binding  grain  crops — 
has  been  coming  into  this  country  duty¬ 
free  since  1896  and  that  baler  twine — 
used  for  machine  baling  in  the  field  of 
hay  and  straw — being  made  of  the  same 
material  should,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
be  relieved  of  the  15-percent  ad  valorem 
duty  it  now  carries. 

Undoubtedly,  some  of  the  present 
shortage  has  been  occasioned  by  certain 
users  of  baler  twine  acquiring  in  the 
early  part  of  the  year  more  than  they 
would  require  for  their  normal  needs 
during  the  1951  season.  Far  be  it  from 
me  to  label  such  purchases  as  hoarding, 
especially  since  they  were  following  the 
recommendations  of  many  agriculture 
periodicals  and  news  letters,  who  pre¬ 
dicted  that  there  would  be  a  shortage 
in  this  important  item.  The  fact  does 
remain,  however,  that  the  present 
shortage,  when  we  take  into  account 
the  surplus  twine  already  in  the  hands 
of  those  who  will  use  it  next  year  as 
well  as  the  evident  capacity  of  our  cord¬ 
age  industry,  will  disappear  when  the 
normal  factors  of  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  are  given  free  rein. 

It  is  my  intention  to  vote  for  this 
bill  since  I  believe  that  it  is  vitally  im¬ 
portant  that  every  facility  be  afforded 
our  farmers  in  stimulating  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  cereal  grains  so  vital  to  our  all- 
out  effort  in. this  uncertain  period.  I 
do  feel,  however,  that  it  will  be  best  to 
put  a  limitation  on  this  legislation  and 
lift  the  tariff  on  baler  twine  for  a  period 
of  not  more  than  18  months.  Surely  in 
that  time  we  will  be  able  to  ascertain 
if  imports  are  necessary  to  augment  our 
annual  domestic  twine  production,  and 
it  will  set  a  time  limit  on  legislation 
which  runs  counter  the  basic  belief  of 
those  of  us  in  the  Congress  who  have 
consistently  opposed  the  present  Trade 
Agreements  Act,  which  invites  a  flood 
of  cheaply-produced  foreign  goods  to  the 
detriment  of  American  labor  and  in¬ 
dustry. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  distin¬ 


guished  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Simpson], 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  everyone  agrees  that 
there  is  and  has  been  an  actual  and  real 
shortage  of  baler  twine  for  use  in  balers 
over  the  farm  lands  of  the  country 
throughout  the  past  several  months.  I 
repeat,  except  for  that  fact  I  think  this 
bill  would  not  be  before  us  today.  I 
agree  with  the  last  speaker  who  said  that 
it  is  not  the  money  involved  here  that  is 
the  principal  item,  and  I  would  like  to 
say  that  the  testimony  indicates  that 
somewhere  between  $5,000,000  and  $6,- 
500,000  would  be  the  expected  savings, 
or  the  hoped-for  savings,  that  may  result 
if  foreign  baler  twine  were  freely  avail¬ 
able  in  our  own  market;  it  was  not  $48,- 
000,000,  nor  was  it  $1,000,000;  it  was 
somewhere  between  $5,000,000  and  $6,- 
500,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  real  question  is 
whether  or  not  more  baler  twine  will  be 
available  to  the  American  farmer  for 
use  in  his  balers  next  year.  So  I  think 
that  when  we  look  at  this  bill,  if  we  agree 
that  there  cannot  be  any  more  baler 
twine  brought  in  from  outside  the  coun¬ 
try,  or  if  we  agree  that  it  will  be  brought 
in,  then  the  effect  of  the  bill  is  not  going 
to  effectuate  the  purpose  that  the  farmer 
wants,  namely,  more  baler  twine;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  if  more  is  not  brought 
in  from  outside,  the  American  producer 
would  not  be  hurt  except  for  one  fact. 
Now,  frankly,  I  do  not  think  a  great 
deal  more  baler  twine'  is  going  to  be 
brought  in  from  outside  the  country; 
but,  I  think  the  American  producer  is 
going  to  be  hurt  because  he  may  think 
there  is  more  going  to  be  brought  in— 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  may  be. 
The  American  producer  will  not  be  able 
to  lay  down  the  requirements  with  any 
certainty,  which  he  must  do  in  order  to 
buy  the  materials  used  in  producing  this 
baler  twine,  raw  materials  which  must 
be  bought  6  to  7  months  ahead  of 
the  time  it  is  used.  Right  now  the 
American  cordage  industry  is  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  ascertain  how  much  material  they 
must  have  for  next  year,  and  they  go  to 
the  Government  largely  for  the  figures 
upon  which  they  base  their  estimates 
as  to  the  amount  that  should  be  made  for 
consumption  next  year.  They  used  all 
materials  last  year;  and,  Mr.  Chairman, 
they  produced  for  use  in  balers  this  year 
far  more  than  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  other  interested  agencies 
and  services  told  them  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  use  in  the  binders  and  balers  of 
the  country.  There  was  not  a  great 
deal  more  than  was  estimated,  but,  un¬ 
happily,  the  American  farmer  carrying 
out  the  recommendations  made  to  him 
by  his  great  defense  agencies,  carrying 
out  the  policies  that  were  advocated  by 
many  organizations  that  we  should  buy 
up  the  necessary  requirements  of  baler 
twine  for  this  year,  did  so;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  is  today  perhaps 
30,000,000  pounds  of  baler  twine  held 
over  for  consumption  next  year,  but  no 
one  knows  just  how  much. 

Now,  if  we  pass  this  proposal  and  we 
take  off  the  duty,  it  is  done  with  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  there  will  be  a  lot  more 
baler  twine  shipped  in  from  outside  the 
limits  of  the  United  States.  It  can  come 
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perhaps  from  Canada;  it  can  and  will 
come  from  Mexico.  First  of  all  let  me 
say  that  there  is  no  certainty  that  the 
material  that  is  sent  in  from  outside  the 
country  will  be  of  the  quality  which  the 
American  farmer  will  use  or  can  use  in 
his  machines,  because  there  is  no  defini¬ 
tion  in  this  bill  or  anywhere  else  that 
suggests  what  baler  twine  is.  It  can  and 
will  include  a  lot  of  materials  under  dif¬ 
ferent  names,  that  we  call  rope  or  wrap¬ 
ping  twine,  which  come  in  entirely  duty¬ 
free  because  it  is  called  by  the  producer 
baler  twine.  Until  there  is  a  proceed¬ 
ing  thi’ough  our  courts  and  a  court  de¬ 
termination  as  to  just  what  baler  twine 
is,  all  a  company  would  have  to  do  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water  or  in  Canada 
would  be  to  ship  something  in  here  and 
say  “That  is  baler  twine,  boys,”  and  they 
will  not  have  to  pay  any  duty  on  it.  But 
by  the  time  the  American  farmer  tries 
to  use  that  stuff  that  is  shipped  in  from 
overseas  which  is  called  baler  twine  he 
will  find  out  all  too  frequently  that  he 
will  not  be  able  to  use  it  in  his  machines. 
We  ought  to  protect  the  American  farm¬ 
er,  we  ought  to  make  sure  that  material 
that  is  shipped  in  will  be  usable  in  his 
machines. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  suggest  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  the  com¬ 
mon  sense  of  the  American  farmer  will 
certainly  defend  him  against  buying  an 
inferior  product. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
has  not  been  the  experience  of  the  past ; 
just  because  twine  is  called  baler  twine 
is  no  assurance  that  it  will  work  in 
American  machines.  There  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  binder  twine  brought  into 
this  country  that  was  not  usable  by  the 
American  farmers;  and  the  farmer  can 
have  no  protection  unless  the  American 
courts  or  the  Congress  by  law  specify  just 
what  baler  twine  is. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  gentleman  will  agree  that  some  of 
the  imported  twine  has  helped  to  keep 
up  the  competitive  good  quality  of  Amer¬ 
ican  twine? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Per¬ 
haps  so. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  May  I  say 
that  there  is  no  assurance  that  foreign 
industry  will  treat  this  baler  twine  so 
that  the  bugs  and  so  forth  will  not  eat  it 
up  after  the  hay  is  baled. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Of 
course  not. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  language  in  the 
bill,  as  the  gentleman  states,  is  a  good 
deal  wider.  Here  is  what  it  says;  “and 
twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw, 
and  other  fodder  and  bedding  materials.” 

In  other  words,  if  this  bill  is  passed 
you  open  it  up  to  any  kind  of  twine  to  be 
used  for  any  kind  of  purpose. 


Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  just  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  the  fact  that  we  have 
been  producing  rope  and  twine  and 
everything  else  of  that  nature  up  in  my 
district  for  130  years,  and  they  are  still 
buying  it. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Yes. 
I  have  another  matter  which  I  should 
like  to  take  up  if  time  permits. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  Mexico.  Mexico 
today  is  allowed  to  ship  into  the  United 
States  all  the  binder  twine  she  wants  to 
and  she  has  not  had  to  pay  any  duty  on 
it.  It  is  duty  free.  So  what  does  Mexico 
do?  Does  she  help  the  American  farmer 
get  binder  twin  cheaper?  No.  Mexico 
imposes  an  export  tax  upon  every  pound 
of  binder  twine  that  goes  out  of  there. 
The  farmer  has  to  pay  a  duty  on  it  to 
help  the  Mexican  Government,  not  the 
United  States.  She  ships  in  some  baler 
twine  on  which  she  has  to  pay  a  duty. 
She  also  has  an  export  tax.  When  that 
export  tax  is  added  to  the  duty  it  be¬ 
comes  competitive  with  our  product  in 
this  country.  As  soon  as  we  take  the 
duty  off  the  baled  twine  you  can  bet  your 
bottom  dollar  that  Mexico  will  increase 
her  export  tax.  She  will  take  that  money 
out  of  the  American  farmer’s  pocket. 
The  price  will  not  drop  at  all.  The 
Mexicon  Treasury  will  get  this  addi¬ 
tional  money. 

No  one  testified  at  all  that  we  would 
substantially  increase  the  availability  of 
baler  twine  in  this  country  if  we  de¬ 
pended  upon  the  foreign  producers  to  do 
it.  I  say,  let  us  encourage  the  American 
producer  and  let  him  realize  that  this 
market  is  largely  his,  at  a  reasonable 
price.  By  doing  that  we  will  best  guar¬ 
antee  the  American  farmer  a  regular,  a 
continuous  and  an  annual  supply  to  meet 
his  needs. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Here  is  a 
point  that  I  think  should  be  brought  out 
in  regard  to  our  national  defense.  I  did 
not  see  this  later  letter  that  was  writ¬ 
ten.  I  was  not  accorded  the  courtesy  of 
a  reply.  But  our  Government  is  stock¬ 
piling  this  sisal.  This  sisal  deteriorates 
after  3  years,  which  means  then  they 
have  to  stockpile  some  more.  A  question 
was  raised  in  committee  why  the  Mu¬ 
nitions  Board  did  not  come  up  and 
testify. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I  do 
not  know  why  they  did  not.  To  change 
their  position,  as  they  did,  in  a  very  few 
months,  is  a  very  sad  commentary  upon 
the  Munitions  Board. 

Over  in  India  they  make  the  burlap 
which  we  use  in  this  country.  We  had  a 
tariff  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  it.  We  re¬ 
duced  that  tariff  recently  to  one-half 
cent  a  pound.  Immediately  thereafter 
the  Indian  Government  raised  the  ex¬ 
port  tax  which  they  impose  for  their  own 
benefit  by  14  cents  a  pound,  wiping  out 
entirely  the  savings  that  were  allegedly 


going  to  be  given  to  the  American  farm¬ 
er,  creating  a  situation  so  that  as  of  to¬ 
day  you  cannot  get  burlap  at  a  reason¬ 
able  price. 

No,  Mr.  Chairman,  these  foreign  gov¬ 
ernments  are  not  going  to  rush  in  here 
to  supply  the  American  farmer  with 
goods  at  any  lower  price  than  they  can 
get  them  here  in  the  regular  market. 
They  are  going  to  come  over  here  and 
take  the  market,  if  they  can,  and  once 
having  it — and  they  will  get  it — they  will 
do  as  they  have  done  with  burlap — raise 
the  price  for  all  the  traffic  will  bear. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Poage]. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  are  making  a  great  ado 
about  nothing  this  afternoon.  This 
Congress  long  ago  decided  to  let  binder 
twine  come  into  this  country  duty-free. 

I  believe  that  this  question  was  settled 
in  1896,  more  than  half  a  century  ago. 
Not  10  percent  of  the  membership  of  this 
House  can  look  at  binder  twine  or  baler 
twine  unless  they  have  them  both  before 
them  at  the  same  time,  and  tell  which  is 
which.  I  doubt  if  there  are  10  men  who 
can  tell  the  difference  by  looking  at  one 
type  in  the  absence  of  the  other.  There 
is  no  difference,  except  that  the  baler 
twine  should  be  a  little  heavier  than  the 
binder  twine.  Baler  twine  is  nothing  in 
the  world  except  a  new  development  or 
modification  of  binder  twine.  It  is  used 
where  your  bales  or  bundles  are  a  little 
heavier  than  those  that  were  used  with 
the  old-fashioned  binder. 

Now  we  are  not  called  upon  to  change 
any  principle  at  all.  We  are  simply  ask¬ 
ing  by  this  bill  that  the  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion  carry  out  the  principle  established 
by  the  Congress  a  long  time  ago.  In  1896 
the  Congress  decided  that  binder  twine 
should  come  in  without  paying  any  tar¬ 
iff.  No  one  was  hurt  by  that  action.  We 
are  now  only  asking  that  we  should  re¬ 
move  the  idiotic  technicalities  that  deny 
to  the  American  farmer  the  opportunity 
to  buy  in  a  free  market.  That  is  what 
Congress  intended  he  should,  if  he  has 
the  cash  to  do  it.  This  is  not  establish¬ 
ing  anything  new.  All  in  the  world  this 
bill  is  asking  you  to  do  is  to  place  a  rea¬ 
sonable  interpretation  on  the  policy  of 
the  Congress  as  established  more  than  50 
years  ago.  Nobody  has  been  destroyed 
because  we  allowed  binder  twine  to  come 
into  this  country,  and  nobody  is  going 
to  be  destroyed  if  we  allow  baler  twine  to 
come  into  this  country  duty-free. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  our  farmers  are 
denied  the  opportunity  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  technical  advancement  and  to 
use  the  most  modern  machines,  then 
we  are  going  to  destroy  productive  abil¬ 
ity.  The  question  is  solely;  Are  you  will¬ 
ing  to  allow  this  country  to  enjoy  the 
advancement  that  science  has  given  us 
and  allow  us  to  use  the  most  efficient  ma¬ 
chinery,  or  are  you  going  to  fill  the  way 
with  legislative  stumbling  blocks?  For 
my  part,  I  believe  in  a  free  economy.  I 
believe  in  giving  our  farmers  the  right 
to  produce  whatever  they  can.  I  believe 
in  progress.  Those  who  ask  for  a  tariff 
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on  the  twine  for  modern  machines  and 
ask  for  an  exemption  for  the  twine  used 
in  the  old-fashined  machines  are,  as  I 
see  it,  standing  in  the  way  of  progress.  I 
shall  vote  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Staggers]. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
has  been  inferred  here  by  many  that 
perhaps  the  ones  who  are  speaking  for 
or  against  this  bill  are  representing  spe¬ 
cial  interests.  If  representing  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  my  district  means  representing 
special  interests,  I  am  guilty  because  I 
represent  what  I  believe  is  the  wish  of 
the  small  farmer  in  my  district.  While 
I  was  home  during  this  short  vacation 
that  we  had  I  talked  to  several  small 
farmers  about  the  binder-twine  and  the 
baler-twine  situation.  Everyone  that  I 
talked  to  was  in  favor  of  doing  some¬ 
thing  about  it,  and  they  thought  that 
Congress  was  the  place  where  it  should 
be  done.  They  did  not  tell  me  what  to 
do  or  what  should  be  done  or  anything 
like  that,  but  it  is  evident  that  some¬ 
thing  has  to  be  done.  One  farmer,  for 
instance,  told  me  that  in  1946  he  paid 
$8  for  a  40 -pound  roll  of  baler  twine; 
in  1949  he  paid  $12  and  in  1951  he  paid 
$20,  and  he  could  not  understand  why. 
Now  I  do  not  understand  the  whole  com¬ 
plexity  of  it.  I  am  not  on  the  com¬ 
mittee,  but  I  am  representing  my  people. 
The  farm  organizations  and  the  small 
farmers  are  in  favor  of  this  bill,  also  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  in  favor 
of  it.  Now  I  just  wonder  who  is  against 
it.  Is  it  just  individuals,  men  who  are 
representing  certain  groups,  or  not? 
I  have  heard  the  statements  that  have 
been  made  here  today  and  I  have  tried  to 
figure  out  exactly  who  is  against  it.  I 
presume  that  the  cordage  people  are 
against  it,  which  is  normal.  We  are 
against  everything  that  affects  us  ad¬ 
versely.  But,  we,  as  Representatives, 
are  here  to  do  the  most  good  for  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
regardless  of  whom  it  affects.  I  think 
that  is  the  way  of  a  democratic  govern¬ 
ment,  and  it  is  my  duty  as  a  Congress¬ 
man  not  to  serve  special  interests.  My 
theory  of  democratic  government  is  to 
do  justice  to  the  greatest  number  of 
people.  We  feel,  by  passing  this  bill, 
we  are  serving  the  best  interest  of 
America. 

I  heard  several  arguments  made  here 
that  prices  in  the  future  would  go  this 
way  or  that  way  if  this  bill  is  passed.  It 
is  easy  for  us  to  assume  certain  things, 
but  we  do  not  know  what  is  going  to 
come  about.  Some  say  it  is  too  late  now 
to  help  the  farmer,  that  we  should  put 
it  off  until  next  year.  That  is  not  going 
to  solve  the  problem.  The  bill  is  before 
us  now.  As  I  said  before,  I  believe  the 
bill  should  be  passed,  for  it  is  a  worth¬ 
while  bill. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  LMr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  ques¬ 
tion  here  is  not  what  some  special  in¬ 
terest  wants  but  what  is  the  right  thing 
to  do  from  the  standpoint  of  the  United 
States  and  our  people.  Perhaps  special 
interests  have  inspired  the  bill.  Perhaps 


folks  from  across  have  inspired  it.  But 
what  is  the  situation  in  the  United 
^States? 

The  gentleman  who  just  preceded  me 
said  that  the  price  of  baler  twine  had 
gone  up  to  $40  a  ton.  Why?  I  can  tell 
you  why.  The  foreigners  raised  the 
price  of  the  sisal,  as  the  result  largely 
of  the  stockpiling  and  what  the  Muni¬ 
tions  Board  did,  by  15  cents  a  pound. 
The  manufacturers  of  baler  twine  in 
this  country  raised  the  price  only  9.7 
cents  as  the  result  thereof.  In  other 
words,  they  absorbed  all  they  dared 
while  still  attempting  to  break  even. 

What  is  the  situation  in  the  twine 
business  right  now?  Last  year  there 
were  used  in  this  country  72,000,000 
pounds.  The  amount  that  has  been  sold 
so  far  this  year  is  110,000,000  pounds 
produced  by  industry,  7,500,000  pounds 
produced  by  prisons,  and  imports  of 
8,000,000  pounds.  This  125,500,000 
pounds  is  nearly  double  what  was  sold 
last  year. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
told  you  that  he  understood  there  had 
been  hoarding,  that  perhaps  30,000,000 
pounds  had  been  hoarded.  The  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
of  the  requirements  for  this  year  were 
94,000,000  pounds.  The  amount  sold  on 
the  market  has  been  31,500,000  pounds 
more  than  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  estimated  as  the  requirements. 
Naturally,  with  the  sale  of  one-third 
more  than  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  estimated  there  would  be  more  or 
less  difficulty  in  getting  the  material. 
But  what  will  be  the  picture,  if  you  take 
off  the  duty?  It  will  be  just  this:  If 
you  let  these  folks  from  across  the  water 
go  ahead  and  cut  in  here  with  their 
cheap  labor,  they  will  wipe  out  the  baler 
twine  industry  in  the  United  States,  and 
we  will  be  put  in  a  position  where  we 
will  be  dependent  entirely  upon  the  for¬ 
eign  producers,  and  we  will  not  have 
anything  to  protect  the  farmer  at  all. 
The  farmer  has  been  deceived,  at  least 
the  farm  leaders  have  been  deceived  by 
these  foreign  promoters  about  the  situa¬ 
tion  that  has  been  presented. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  statement  has 
been  made  here  that  there  would  be 
only  some  thousand  people  affected  by 
this  legislation.  The  gentleman  knows 
something  about  this  industry.  Could 
he  give  us  any  idea  of  the  number  that 
would  be  affected?  I  know  the  number 
is  way  beyond  the  figure  of  1,000  that 
has  been  given  us  here,  but  could  the 
gentleman  give  us  any  idea  of  the  num¬ 
ber? 

Mr.  TABER.  1,300  employees  would 
be  affected  in  my  home  town  alone. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  is  just  one  com¬ 
pany,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct,  and 
there  are  16  companies  that  produce  this 
commodity  according  to  the  information 
that  I  have.  How  many  there  would 
be,  I  do  not  know  exactly.  But,  there 
is  no  doubt  in  the  world  but  that  Ameri¬ 
can  industry  can  take  care  of  this  situ¬ 
ation,  if  they  are  given  an  estimate  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  which 
will  enable  them  to  go  ahead  and  stock- 
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pile  these  materials  when  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  presents  itself  in  the  dull  season 
of  the  year  in  the  winter.  There  should 
be  no  shortage  if  it  can  be  handled  prop¬ 
erly  and  correctly. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  bill  will  not 
be  passed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  7  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Mills!. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  earlier  in 
the  year  the  other  body  adopted  as  an 
amendment  to  a  bill  which  had  been  re¬ 
ported  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  and  which  had  passed  the  House, 
a  provision  in  general  accord  with  the 
purposes  of  H.  R.  1005.  The  amend¬ 
ment  was  offered  by  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  other  body,  who  is  not 
a  member  of  the  party  to  which  I  be¬ 
long,  and  who  is  from  the  State  of  Ne¬ 
braska.  We  had  quite  a  discussion  on 
the  matter  in  conference  when  we  met 
with  the  members  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance  who  made  up  the  con¬ 
ference  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate.  The  House  conferees  knew 
nothing  about  the  subject  because  we 
had  had  no  opportunity  to  have  hear¬ 
ings  or  to  consider  it  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion.  We  prevailed  upon  the  Senate 
conferees  to  recede  from  their  position 
in  support  of  the  amendment  which,  I 
think,  had  been  adopted  by  the  other 
body,  if  not  unanimously,  by  a  very 
overwhelming  vote,  for  a  promise  which 
we  made  that  we  would  consider  this 
bill,  H.  R.  1005,  before  the  present  Con¬ 
gress  adjourned.  As  a  result  of  that 
promise,  the  Senate  did  recede. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
scheduled  hearings  on  the  bill;  4  days 
of  hearings  were  held.  We  learned  a 
great  deal  about  the  subject  in  the  4 
days  and  during  the  executive  sessions 
which  followed.  It  was  impossible  to 
take  the  bill  up  before  the  recent  ad¬ 
journment  of  the  House  because  certain 
Members  who  were  greatly  interested  in 
this  subject  could  not  be  here  at  that 
time.  It  is  true  that  the  passage  of  the 
bill  at  this  late  hour  in  the  year  will  have 
no  effect  whatsoever  upon  the  shortage 
of  baler  twine  which  has  faced  our  farm¬ 
ers  up  to  now.  It  will  not  enable  them 
to  get  any  more  twine  from  any  outside 
source  in  the  further  harvesting  of  hay, 
fodder,  and  so  forth,  that  still  remains 
to  be  done  this  season.  But  it  will  be 
of  material  benefit  to  farmers  who  plant 
and  harvest  crops  next  year.  It  is  for 
the  benefit  of  the  farmers  next  year  that 
we  are  recommending  the  bill  to  the 
House  today.  It  would  not  do  any  good 
to  suspend  this  15-percent  ad  valorem 
duty  for  a  year,  as  has  been  suggested 
by  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Keating],  I  had  that 
idea  myself  originally.  I  even  talked 
about  it  in  the  committee.  I  felt  pretty 
well  convinced  that  that  was  the  thing 
for  us  to  do.  I  discussed  the  matter 
with  certain  representatives  of  farmer 
organizations,  however,  and  they  told 
me  frankly  that  they  would  just  as  soon 
not  have  anything  as  to  have  a  suspen¬ 
sion  of  this  duty  for  1  year,  or  even  18 
months  as  I  was  suggesting.  The  diffi- 
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culty  is  this:  We  are  getting  from 
abroad  now  practically  all  of  the  baler 
twine  which  is  available.  The  mere  sus¬ 
pension  of  this  duty  will  not  make  avail¬ 
able  abroad  for  import  into  the  United 
States  any  more  baler  twine.  It  will  be 
necessary  for  facilities  abroad  to  be  ex¬ 
panded  in  order  for  baler  twine  in  any 
greater  amount  to  be  shipped  into  the 
United  States.  Now  those  are  the  facts. 
Some  Members  may  argue  that  that  is 
a  good  reason  for  not  having  the  legis¬ 
lation,  but  I  believe  this  is  generally 
understood  to  be  the  fact  by  those  fa¬ 
miliar  with  the  subject.  That  is  the 
reason  you  either  oppose  the  bill  or  sup¬ 
port  the  bill,  one  way  or  the  other.  You 
think  it  will  mean  additional  baler  twine 
in  the  United  States.  The  only  way  you 
can  get  additional  baler  twine  is  to  have 
increased  production  facilities  some¬ 
where  in  the  world  from  which  we  can 
get  that  baler  twine. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  very  fact  that  it 
will  encourage  expansion  of  foreign  pro¬ 
ducers  of  baling  twine,  by  that  same  fact 
it  will  discourage  the  expansion  of  do¬ 
mestic  producers  of  baling  twine,  and 
that  is  one  thing  I  do  not  want  to  do. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  gentleman  brings 
me  right  down  to  the  point  I  had  in 
mind.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that 
it  will  mean  increased  expansion  of  facil¬ 
ities  abroad.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
gentleman,  however,  that  the  increased 
expansion  of  facilities  to  make  baler 
twine  abroad  will  in  any  way  mean  re¬ 
ducing  facilities  for  the  making  of  it  or 
precluding  any  increase  in  the  present 
facilities  for  making  it  in  the  United 
States.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Mason]  well  knows  that  the  defi¬ 
nition  contained  in  paragraph  1622  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  is  broad  enough 
and  is  general  enough  in  its  verbiage  to 
include  at  the  present  time  baler  twine 
on  the  free  list.  The  gentleman  knows 
that.  That  is  the  provision  of  the  Tariff 
Act  which  since  *896  has  continued  bind¬ 
ing  twine  on  the  free  list.  Binding  twine 
is  made  in  the  United  States  by  these 
same  people  who  make  baler  twine  and 
the  same  people  who  make  rope  and 
cordage,  and  so  forth,  but  there  has  been 
no  reduction,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  the 
facilities  in  the  United  States  for  mak¬ 
ing  binding  twine  just  because  we  have 
imported  some  binding  twine  from  Mex¬ 
ico  or  Canada  or  some  other  country.  It 
does  not  necessarily  follow  that  in¬ 
creased  facilities  for  the  production  of 
the  item  needed  in  the  United  States  by 
someone  abroad  means  any  restriction 
in  increased  production  of  that  same 
commodity  here. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  fact  is  that  binder 
twine  has  been  on  the  free  list  since  1896. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Since  1896.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yet  the  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  still  have  75  percent  of  the 
market. 


Mr.  MILLS.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  contribution. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  It  is  my 
understanding — and  this  information 
comes  from  one  of  the  manufacturers  of 
baler  twine — that  the  reason  for  the 
shortage  was  not  the  failure  to  produce 
sufficient  or  to  produce  to  capacity  in 
this  country — in  fact,  they  could  have 
produced  more — but  the  lack  of  mate¬ 
rial;  the  lack  of  sisal,  which  is  entirely 
necessary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  one  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  no  one  really  is  at  fault  about  this 
shortage  that  has  occurred.  The  fact 
is,  however,  that  there  has  been  a  tre¬ 
mendous  shortage  of  baler  twine  in  the 
United  States  this  year.  Every  farmer 
who  has  been  endeavoring  to  buy  it  has 
experienced  that  fact.  This  baler  twine 
is  something  that  has  come  into  exist¬ 
ence  since  1939  and  the  farmers  con¬ 
tinue  to  use  more  of  it  each  year  than 
they  did  the  year  before. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not 
true  that  there  is  not  sufficient  produc¬ 
tion  capacity? 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  a  tremendously 
increased  need  for  it  and  we  anticipate 
greater  need  next  year  than  we  have  this 
year.  We  have  certain  facilities  in  the 
United  States  that  are  adapted  to  the 
making  of  hard-fiber  goods;  it  is  called 
the  hard-fiber  cordage  and  twine  indus¬ 
try.  That  is  the  one  that  makes  rope,  it 
makes  binder  twine,  and  it  makes  baler 
twine.  Of  course,  if  all  of  its  facilities 
could  be  devoted  to  the  making  of  baler 
twine  there  would  be  sufficient  to  satisfy 
this  need,  but  it  is  not  contemplated  that 
all  of  those  facilities  will  be  devoted  to 
that  purpose.  We  feel,  therefore,  that 
this  legislation  is  needed.  The  farm  or¬ 
ganizations  have  urged  it  upon  us.  They 
do  not  want  a  mere  suspension;  they 
want  this  put  on  the  free  list  where  it 
was  intended  to  be,  as  they  say,  by  the 
action  of  Congress  in  1896. 

The  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  and  previous 
acts,  recognize  the  various  products  of 
the  cordage  industry,  paragraph  1005 
(a)  provides  for  cordage — rope — and 
paragraph  1005  (b)  provides  for  wrap¬ 
ping  or  tying  twines.  Cordage,  rope, 
wrapping,  and  tying  twines  are  all  sub¬ 
ject  to  import  duties.  Paragraph  1622 
provides  of  all  binding  twines — agricul¬ 
tural  twines — which  are  exempt  from 
import  duties. 

Nevertheless,  opponents  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  contended  before  our  committee 
that  baler  twine,  used  by  the  farmer  in 
harvesting  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
crops  is  not  a  binding  twine,  under  para¬ 
graph  1622  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  but 
is  a  wrapping  twine  for  commercial  use 
under  paragraph  1005  (b)  and  dutiable 
under  the  act,  as  amended,  at  the  rate  of 
15  percent  ad  valorem. 

The  farm  organizations  disagree  with 
this  view.  They  point  out  that  it  has 


been  a  congressional  bipartisan  policy  of 
long  standing  to  keep  farm  supplies  and 
equipment,  used  by  the  farmer  in  his 
farming  operations,  on  the  duty-free  list, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  as  a  whole. 

Despite  the  fact  that  baler  twine  con¬ 
forms  specifically  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  1622,  it  is  subject  to  the  duty 
of  15  percent  by  a  ruling  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs  on  October  15, 
1945 — Geo.  Wm.  Rueff,  Inc.,  against  the 
United  States,  Customs  Court,  New  Or¬ 
leans.  This  case,  heard  on  November  17, 
1948,  is  still  pending,  and  there  is  no 
indication  of  an  early  decision.  Leg¬ 
islative  clarification  appears  to  be  the 
only  recourse. 

The  American  farmer  is  not  really 
asking  repeal  of  any  existing  legislation. 
He  is  merely  asking  this  Congress  to  im¬ 
plement  congressional  intent  by  approv¬ 
ing  H.  R.  1005. 

The  fact  that  baler  twine  is  a  rela¬ 
tively  new  product  and  was  not  manu¬ 
factured  in  1930,  does  not  in  any  way 
preclude  it  from  being  classified  under 
paragraph  1622  as  a  binding  twine  to 
bind  an  agricultural  product  in  harvest 
operations.  The  Federal  courts  have 
sustained  such  determination  in  other 
instances  where  the  language  of  the 
Tariff  Act  clearly  describes  an  article 
manufactured  after  the  passage  of  an 
act,  as  is  the  case  here. 

Wire  bale  ties,  used  for  the  same  pur¬ 
pose  as  baler  twine,  enter  the  United 
States  duty-free  as  an  agricultural  ne¬ 
cessity.  The  situation  which  allows 
duty-free  importation  of  baling  wire  and 
binder  twine  but  discriminates  against 
baler  twine,  when  all  three  items  are 
used  in  binding  agricultural  crops, 
should  be  corrected. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  why  a 
majority  of  the  membership  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  recommends 
passage  of  this  remedial  legislation. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson], 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  been 
home  on  a  vacation  and  the  farmers 
were  asking  him  why  the  price  of  baler 
twine  had  gone  up.  I,  too,  was  home.  I 
may  tell  him  that  the  reason  the  price 
went  up  is  because  the  foreign  countries 
that  produce  the  fibers  from  which  this 
twine  is  made  raised  the  price  of  the 
raw  material  100  percent.  Our  compa¬ 
nies  put  up  their  price  33  percent.  I 
make  this  statement  simply  that  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  may 
know  why  the  price  of  twine  went  up, 
in  case  he  wants  to  know.  It  went  up 
for  no  other  reason,  for  the  cordage 
manufacturers  of  this  country  would 
have  sold  it  at  the  same  price  if  their 
raw  materials  had  not  increased  100 
percent. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York,  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means,  told  you  the 
whole  story  when  he  asked  you  if  some¬ 
one  in  Canada  was  going  to  fix  the  price 
of  binder  twine  in  the  United  States; 
and  that  is  exactly  what  will  happen  if 
this  bill  goes  through. 
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The  two  big  companies  in  my  district 
that  make  this  twine  are  the  Plymouth 
Cordage  Co.  and  the  New  Bedford  Cord¬ 
age  Co.  Both  of  these  companies  have 
been  in  business  for  over  a  hundred  years. 
While  I  do  not  think  the  passage  of  this 
bill  will  drive  them  out  of  business, 
somebody  wanted  to  know  what  per¬ 
centage  of  their  business  this  twine  con¬ 
stituted.  In  the  case  of  the  Plymouth 
Cordage  Co.  it  is  33  percent.  As  I 
pointed  out  before,  some  1,300  or  1,400 
people  work  in  the  Plymouth  Cordage 
Co.  Most  of  them  are  married  and  have 
children,  so  we  may  safely  assume  that 
there  are  between  4,000  and  5,000  people 
in  just  that  one  town  who  will  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Ebekharter]  said  this  would  hurt  only 
a  few  people.  I  say  that  if  it  hurts  any¬ 
body  we  should  not  pass  it.  We  in  this 
Congress  are  supposed  to  be  here  to  help 
everybody  and  hurt  no  one,  and  this  bill 
absolutely  hurts  those  two  industries 
that  have  been  going  for  over  a  hundred 
years,  hurts  them  immeasurably;  I  do 
not  know  how  much;  it  is  not  right  to 
cite  figures. 

I  asked  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
se,  whom  I  greatly  admire,  how  much, 
money  this  would  mean  to  us.  He  did 
not  give  the  exact  figures.  I  thought 
that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
was  here  to  find  some  way  of  meeting 
the  Government  expenses,  not  how  to 
tax  somebody  else,  a  privileged  thing, 
and  do  it  under  the  guise  of  helping  the 
farmer.  Why,  he  can  buy  a  whole  bale 
of  twine  for  only  $15,  and  I  think  he  can 
stand  that  if  he  is  a  regular  farmer. 

Well,  I  do  not  know  what  we  are  going 
to  do  about  this  bill,  Mr.  Chairman,  but 
every  time  you  step  in  here  and  try  to 
regulate  somebody’s  business,  someone 
who  has  been  in  business  100  years  before 
we  were  born,  who  know  and  come  down 
here  and  say  do  not  do  it,  you  are  doing 
our  country  a  great  harm.  Now,  why  do 
you  do  it?  Are  they  engaged  in  business 
for  selfish  reasons?  Do  they  not  know 
how  to  run  their  business?  I  think  they 
do. 

It  has  been  stated  here  that  there  is 
a  shortage.  There  is  no  shortage.  The 
American  farmers  bought  more  of  this 
binder  twine  last  year  than  they  ever 
bought  before,  based  on  advice  from  the 
Farm  Bureau  and  other  farm  organiza¬ 
tions.  They  bought  it  up,  and  they  were 
in  a  position  to  buy  it  up,  and  they  are 
in  a  position  to  do  it  now.  There  are 
only  10  States  in  the  whole  of  the 
Union  that  bale  hay  and  straw,  and 
whatever  they  use  this  twine  for. 

You  do  not  want  to  hurt  anybody  in 
this  country,  whether  he  is  a  business¬ 
man,  an  employer  of  labor  or  an  em¬ 
ployee.  None  of  us  want  to  do  that. 
But  if  you  want  to  hand  this  Govern¬ 
ment  over  to  England  or  Canada  or  any 
other  foreign  country,  then  go  ahead  and 
keep  passing  laws  like  this,  because  that 
is  where  we  will  wind  up,  having  some 
other  country  pass  our  laws  instead  of 
ourselves. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 


Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Mason]. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  I 
want  to  say  that  I  have  no  cordage 
plants  in  my  district,  but  I  do  have  a 
great  number  of  farmers  because  my  dis¬ 
trict  is  an  agricultural  one.  Therefore 
I  certainly  want  to  represent  the  major¬ 
ity  of  the  people  of  my  district  and  I 
try  to  do  that  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 
So  far  I  seem  to  have  satisfied  them. 

We  have  been  hearing  the  pros  and 
cons  of  this  baler-twine  controversy  and 
I  am  just  going  to  summarize  what  we 
had  in  the  hearings  in  committee  and 
perhaps  what  has  been  given  here  on 
the  floor  today.  I  want  to  summarize 
them  in  just  four  or  five  short  state¬ 
ments,  which  are  statements  that  give 
the  reasons  that  I  am  opposed  to  this 
bill. 

No.  1:  This  is  permanent  legislation 
to  cure  a  temporary  emergency  situa¬ 
tion.  It  will  not  cure  that  situation. 
Even  the  proponents  of  the  bill  ac¬ 
knowledge  that  it  will  not  cure  it  so  far 
as  this  season  is  concerned  at  least.  Let 
me  say  that  if  the  proponents  of  this 
bill  had  been  willing  to  accept  temporary 
legislation,  this  bill  would  have  been 
passed  without  any  controversy  last  May 
or  June,  in  time  to  have  helped  the  tem¬ 
porary  emergency  situation  that  faced 
some  of  the  farmers  of  America. 

No.  2 :  The  temporary  emergency  situ¬ 
ation  which  this  bill  is  supposed  to  cure 
was  created  by  hoarding  on  the  part  of 
some  farmers,  encouraged  by  agricul¬ 
tural  groups  through  their  papers  and 
magazines  to  do  that  hoarding. 

No.  3:  The  legislation,  of  course,  can¬ 
not  possibly  relieve  the  emergency  situ¬ 
ation  that  has  confronted  the  farmer 
during  this  season  and  all  shortages  can 
and  will  be  taken  up  by  our  own  manu¬ 
facturers  of  cordage  before  another  sea¬ 
son  rolls  around.  They  produced  this 
year  50  percent  more  baling  twine  than 
our  Agricultural  Department  said  would 
be  needed;  they  produced  that  much 
this  year,  and  they  could  have  produced 
ICO  percent  more  if  they  thought  it 
would  have  been  used. 

No.  4:  This  legislation  will  result  in 
Injury  to  our  own  cordage  industry  and 
tend  to  make  us  dependent  upon  foreign 
cordage  producers.  Is  that  what  we 
want?  Do  we  want  to  expand  the  for¬ 
eign  cordage  producers  at  the  expense 
of  our  own? 

No.  5 :  It  is  against  the  interests  of  na¬ 
tional  defense  and  is  opposed  by  our 
Munitions  Board,  although  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Munitions  Board  comes  in  at 
the  last  minute  and  repudiates  what  the 
Munitions  Board  itself  has  said. 

No.  6:  The  American  farmer  in  the 
long  run,  in  my  opinion,  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  passage  of  this  bill,  be¬ 
cause  it  will  tend  to  place  him  at  the 
mercy  of  foreign  producers  of  baler 
twine. 

For  that  reason  and  the  others  named, 
I  am  opposing  this  bill  and  doing  it,  in 
my  opinion,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
farmers. 

(Mr.  JENKINS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Curtis], 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  the  reason  I  am  taking  this  time  is 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Mills].  He  did  not  an¬ 
swer  the  question  I  directed  to  him.  It 
is  my  understanding  that  the  shortage  of 
baler  twine  that  we  experienced  through¬ 
out  the  country  and  are  experiencing 
presently  was  not  the  result  of  lack  of 
capacity  of  American  industry  to  produce 
the  necessary  baler  twine  but  because  we 
could  not  get  the  raw  materials  into  the 
country.  If  that  is  so,  and  I  believe  it 
is,  and  I  would  like  to  stand  corrected 
if  it  is  not  true,  we  are  really  talking 
about  the  importation  of  raw  materials. 
A,s  I  understand,  the  reason  that  we 
could  not  get  the  necessary  sisal,  for 
example,  into  the  country  to  take  care 
cf  this  baler-twine  shortage  was  the  fact 
that  we  were  stockpiling  it,  and  our  own 
companies  were  unable  to  obtain  it.  If 
that  is  the  problem,  then  I  submit  that 
our  question  is  not  one  of  eliminating, 
adding  to  or  in  any  way  interfering  with 
the  existing  protective  tariff  on  this  par¬ 
ticular  item.  It  is  a  question  of  obtain¬ 
ing  the  raw  materials. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  raw  materials  were 
received,  they  were  produced,  and  a  50- 
percent  increase  in  production  this  year 
over  last  year. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Yes;  and  it 
is  my  understanding  that  we  will  pro¬ 
duce  fully  in  1952  so  that  there  should 
be  no  shortage. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  consider  the  bill  now 
under  consideration  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  and  one  of  the  most  meritorious 
bills  that  has  been  reported  by  our  com¬ 
mittee  since  I  have  enjoyed  membership 
on  the  committee. 

From  what  we  have  heard  today  from 
those  who  oppose  the  legislation  one 
would  think  that  this  bill  would  estab¬ 
lish  a  new  policy  as  far  as  tariff  matters 
are  concerned.  It  has  been  my  under¬ 
standing,  and  if  I  am  mistaken  someone 
will  please  correct  me,  that  it  has  been 
the  traditional  tariff  policy  not  only  of 
the  Democratic  Party  but  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party  to  provide  for  the  importa¬ 
tion  free  of  duty  of  farm  supplies,  farm 
implements,  and  farm  machinery.  So 
if  that  is  the  case,  this  bill  certainly  es¬ 
tablishes  no  new  policy,  and  makes  no 
change  in  the  traditional  policy  of  the 
two  parties  with  respect  to  the  tariff  as 
it  affects  agriculture. 

For  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  my 
good  friend  [Mr.  Reed],  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  our  committee,  and 
a  very  able,  diligent,  and  conscientious 
member  of  the  committee,  I  have  a  very 
high  regard  and  personal  affection  for 
his  many  courtesies  and  kindnesses  to 
me.  But  I  think  it  could  truthfully  be 
said  of  him  that  he  is  the  watchman  on 
the  tower  for  the  high  protective  tariff 
policy.  I  do  not  believe  that  Smoot  in 
hik  day  or  Hawley  in  his  day  or  Payns 
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In  his  day,  the  leaders  for  the  high  pro¬ 
tection  policy,  had  anything  on  my  good 
friend  as  far  as  his  ardent,  conscientious 
belief  that  a  high  protective  tariff  bene¬ 
fits  the  American  people  as  a  whole  is 
concerned.  I  do  not  question  that. 

We  had  elaborate  hearings  on  this  bill. 
There  are  117  pages  of  published  hear¬ 
ings.  As  much  as  you  have  heard  to¬ 
day  about  the  opposition  and  as  severely 
as  the  bill  has  been  criticized,  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  only  three  persons  appears  in 
these  117  pages  of  hearings  in  opposition 
to  this  bill.  One  was  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York,  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  Mr.  Taber;  another  was 
Mr.  Edwin  G.  Roos,  vice  president  of 
the  Plymouth  Cordage  Co.  and  chairman 
of  the  tariff  committee  of  the  Cordage 
Institute;  and  the  third  was  Mr.  James 
W.  Curran,  vice  president  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Prison  Association. 

If  the  interests  of  labor  and  industry — 
and  as  they  claim,  the  interests  of  the 
American  farmer — were  so  seriously 
threatened,  surely  more  witnesses  would 
have  appeared  in  opposition  to  this  leg¬ 
islation  than  did  appear.  You  might 
think  that  more  Members  of  this  House 
representing  great  agricultural  districts 
would  have  appeared  and  said  that  this 
bill  threatens  the  welfare  of  the  con¬ 
stituents  whom  they  represent.  Yet  we 
experienced  nothing  of  the  kind. 

On  the  other  hand,  who  appeared  in 
favor  of  this  bill  and  advocated  this  leg¬ 
islation?  In  the  first  place,  Hon.  Hugh 
Butler,  United  States  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska,  a  great  agricultural 
State  as  well  as  an  industrial  State. 
He  is  supposed  to  know  how  this  bill 
would  affect  the  agricultural  interests 
of  his  State  just  as  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  from  other  agricultural  States 
would  know  how  this  bill  would  affect 
their  States.  He  appeared  and  testi¬ 
fied  very  earnestly  in  favor  of  this  bill — 
without  amendments — mark  you.  He 
appeared  in  favor  of  the  bill  as  is.  Then, 
there  was  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska, 
[Mr.  Stefan],  who,  as  all  know,  is  a  dis¬ 
tinguished  Member  of  this  body.  He 
appeared  and  testified  earnestly  in  favor 
of  this  legislation.  Also  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harvey],  a  member 
of  the  minority  in  this  body,  represent¬ 
ing  a  great  agricultural  State.  He  ap¬ 
peared  and  strongly  advocated  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  this  bill. 

Who  else  appeared  in  favor  of  it? 
The  heads  of  the  four  great  farm  organ¬ 
izations  in  this  country.  You  heard  it 
said  by,  I  think,  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  that  the  agri¬ 
cultural  leaders  of  this  country,  the  farm 
organizations  and  the  farmers  them¬ 
selves,  have  been  misled.  I  would  hate 
to  say  that  I,  a  farmer,  myself,  engaged 
in  farming  all  my  life  until  I  came  to 
the  Congress,  know  more  about  how  this 
or  any  other  legislation  that  would  af¬ 
fect  agriculture  than  the  farmers  them¬ 
selves  who  day  in  and  day  out  shed  their 
sweat  while  they  toil  in  their  fields.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York 
is  a  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  lawyer  from  New  York  or  anywhere 
else  can  in  all  sincerity  say  that  he  knows 
better  how  any  legislation  relating  to 


agriculture  will  affect  that  great  calling, 
as  against  the  farmers  themselves  and 
the  farm  organizations  that  study  the 
farm  problems  day  in  and  day  out,  and 
night  in  and  night  out,  the  year  round. 
My  friends,  that  is  a  great  deal  to  as¬ 
sume.  It  is  a  great  deal  for  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  to  take  upon  himself 
to  say  that  he  knows  more  about  how 
to  represent  the  farmers,  and  how  this 
legislation  would  affect  the  farmers  and 
the  farming  industry,  than  the  farmers 
themselves  and  the  heads  of  the  great 
farm  organizations. 

They  appeared,  as  has  been  said  today, 
unanimously  in  favor  of  this  legislation. 
The  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Grange,  the  National  Council  of 
Farmer  Cooperatives,  and  the  National 
Farmers  Union  appeared  in  favor  of 
this  legislation.  All  with  one  mind  and 
with  one  voice  and  with  one  accord, 
without  the  suggestion  of  any  amend¬ 
ments  and  without  any  fear  of  the  se¬ 
rious  effect  upon  the  welfare  of  the 
farmers  or  labor,  or  the  general  well¬ 
being  of  the  people  of  the  country.  It 
is  astounding  to  say  that  they  do  not 
know  and  understand  this  problem  well 
enough,  and  that  they  have  been  de¬ 
ceived  or  are  trying  to  deceive  our  com¬ 
mittee,  and  deceive  the  Members  of 
Congress.  It  was  unquestionably  proved, 
and  there  was  indisputable  evidence 
brought  out  before  our  committee,  that 
there  is  an  actual  shortage  of  baler 
twine. 

Will  someone  in  this  House,  who  is 
opposed  to  this  bill,  tell  me  that  binder 
twine  which  has  been  on  the  free  list 
and  kept  there  throughout  the  different 
administrations,  during  the  time  that 
the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff  bill  was  writ¬ 
ten,  and  when  the  Payne-Aldrich  tariff 
was  in  effect,  and  the  Fordney-McCum- 
ber  bill  was  in  effect,  has  resulted  in  the 
destruction  of  that  industry?  What  is 
the  difference  between  baler  twine  and 
binder  twine,  which  are  used  by  the 
farmers  for  practically  the  same  pur¬ 
pose,  as  everyone  knows?  All  the  dire 
predictions  that  have  been  made  as  to 
how  this  bill  will  adversely  affect  and 
cripple  the  farmers,  and  put  the  cord¬ 
age  industry  out  of  business,  have  not 
turned  out  to  be  true  so  far  as  binder 
twine  is  concerned.  If  the  free  impor¬ 
tation  of  baler  twine  would  destroy  the 
baler  twine  industry,  why  has  not  the 
free  importation  of  binder  twine  de¬ 
stroyed  the  binder  twine  industry.  Will 
someone  rise  and  tell  me  that?  They  are 
in  the  same  category.  They  serve  the 
same  purpose. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  and  able  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mi*.  Taber],  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  because  the  com¬ 
bines  have  knocked  out  the  binder  twine, 
and  there  is  not  any,  to  speak  of,  any 
more.  There  is  not  any  substantial 
amount. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  If  the  gentleman 
Is  satisfied  with  his  address  today,  that 
the  farm  organizations  have  been  de¬ 
ceived  and  that  he  knows  more  about 


how  this  will  affect  them  than  they  know 
themselves,  I  am  satisfied  to  leave  it  as 
it  is  without  any  further  argument. 

Mr.  Chairman,  from  the  debate  thus 
far  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  free  im¬ 
portation  of  baler  twine,  I  believe  that 
the  following  issues  have  been  developed: 

First,  is  there  in  fact  a  shortage  of 
baler  twine  available  to  the  American 
farmer  at  this  time  and  in  the  foresee¬ 
able  future? 

Second,  would  the  repeal  of  the  15  per¬ 
cent  tariff  now  in  effect  on  baler  twine 
increase  the  available  supply  of  baler 
twine? 

Third,  is  there  any  basis  for  distin¬ 
guishing  between  binder  twine,  baling 
wire  and  other  farm  supplies  already  on 
the  free  list,  and  baler  twine? 

Fourth,  would  repeal  of  the  tariff  on 
baler  twine  jeopardize  either  the  na-‘ 
tional  security  or  the  proper  interests  of 
the  domestic  industry? 

A.  ACUTE  SHORTAGE  OF  BALER  TWINE 

The  unchallenged  testimony  of  wit¬ 
nesses  representing  farmers  and  farm 
organizations  before  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  is  that  farmers  in  many 
areas  throughout  the  country  have  been 
unable  to  obtain  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
baler  twine  to  harvest  their  crops  of  hay 
and  straw.  As  a  result,  hay  has  been 
rotting  in  the  fields.  The  limited  sup¬ 
plies  of  baler  twine  that  have  been  avail¬ 
able  are  selling  for  exorbitant  prices, 
which  many  farmers  have  paid  rather 
than  lose  their  crops. 

It  is,  of  course,  true  that  the  demand 
for  baler  twine  has  been  increasing  be¬ 
cause  a  growing  number  of  farmers  have 
demonstrated  a  preference  for  baler 
twine  over  baling  wire.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  that  domestic  manufacturers 
of  baler  twine  have  been  producing  dur¬ 
ing  the  current  year  at  a  higher  rate 
than  heretofore,  yet  they  have  not  been 
able  to  meet  the  demand.  This  is  not 
a  localized  problem.  Hay  is  grown  in  all 
parts  of  the  United  States  and  I  can  say 
that  seldom  have  the  farmers  of  all  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  country  united  so  solidly  in 
support  of  apy  legislation  pending  before 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Farmei’S  have  been  urged  to  expand 
their  production  for  the  defense  program 
and  it  is  unthinkable  to  me  that  the 
Congress  would  allow  any  obstacle  to  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  harvesting  of  the  crops 
after  the  farmer  has  worked  hard  to 
raise  them. 

I  say  to  my  friends  who  have  presented 
these  statistics  on  higher  production  of 
baler  twine  that  I  would  like  to  see  them 
reciting  those  figures  to  a  farmer  who 
lost  his  hay  crop  because  of  his  inability 
to  obtain  baler  twine.  This  shortage  is 
real  and  we  need  all  the  baler  twine  that 
we  can  get,  whether  produced  in  the 
United  States  or  anywhere  else. 

B.  REPEAL  OF  THE  TARIFF  WOULD  INCREASE 
SUPPLIES  OF  BALER  TWINE 

Actually,  there  would  seem  to  be  little 
basis  for  argument  on  this  point.  The 
four  national  farm  organizations — the 
National  Council  of  Farmer  Coopera¬ 
tives,  the  National  Grange,  the  National 
Farmers  Union  and  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation — all  are  convinced 
that  repeal  of  the  tariff  will  increase  the 
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supply  of  baler  twine  available  to  the 
farmer.  If  repeal  of  the  tariff  would  not 
increase  imports  of  baler  twine,  it  is 
difficult  to  see  why  the  opponents  of  this 
legislation  who  speak  for  the  American 
manufacturers  of  baler  twine  are  com¬ 
plaining. 

By  enabling  foreign  producers  to 
profitably  export  to  the  United  States, 
this  legislation  would  help  to  reduce  the 
high  prices  currently  paid  by  the  farmers 
for  domestic  twine  as  well. 

According  to  evidence  presented  at  the 
hearings  by  the  spokesman  for  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the 
price  of  baler  twine  has  sharply  in¬ 
creased  during  the  past  2  years.  In  fact, 
earlier  this  year  farmers  purchased  twine 
for  about  $11  per  40-pound  bale.  The 
quoted  price  for  delivery  in  September 
was  $18.50,  although  there  have  been 
some  reports  of  twine  being  offered  for 
$25  per  40-pound  bale.  How  can  the 
opponents  of  this  legislation  contend 
that  the  supply  situation  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmer  would  not  be  improved  in 
the  face  of  these  facts? 

As  -well  stated  by  the  representative  of 
the  National  Council  of  Farmer  Coopera¬ 
tives  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means : 


Another  argument  of  the  opponents  to  this 
proposed  legislation  is  that  the  saving  in 
the  cost  to  the  farmer  of  his  baler  twine 
would  be  negligible  if  the  15-percent  duty 
were  removed.  This  is  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts.  As  one  example,  the  United  States 
domestic  net  cash  carload  price  is  5.24  cents 
per  pound  higher  than  the  domestic  price  in 
Canada,  where  a  comparable  quality  of  baler 
twine  is  produced.  (United  States  price, 
34.67  cents  per  pound;  Canadian  price,  29.43 
cents  per  pound.  Both  prices  are  in  United 
States  currency.)  With  125,000,000  pounds 
estimated  to  be  used  by  the  American  farmer 
in  1951,  it  can  be  seen  that  $6,550,000  is 
represented  by  a  5.24-cents  per  pound  higher 
price.  We  do  not  regard  this  as  a  negligible 
amount  of  money.  This  money  belongs  to 
the  American  farmer  and  food-consuming 
public. 


C.  THERE  IS  NO  BASIS  TOR  DISTINGUISHING 
BETWEEN  BINDER  TWINE  AND  BALING  WIRE, 
AND  BALER  TWINE 

This  bill  will  place  baler  twine  on  the 
same  duty-free  status  as  binder  twine 
and  baling  wire.  This  is  in  accord  with 
the  established  policy  of  Congress  to 
admit  agricultural  commodities  and  im¬ 
plements  free  of  duty.  How  can  anyone 
seriously  contend  that  binder  twine  and 
baler  twine,  which  are  both  made  from 
the  same  fibers,  should  reecive  different 
treatment  under  the  tariff  laws?  If 
baler  twine  had  been  in  use  in  1930  when 
the  Smoot-Hawley  Tariff  Act  was  en¬ 
acted,  there  is  little  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  even  the  authors  of  that  law  would 
have  placed  baler  twine  on  the  free  list 
just  the  same  as  they  did  binder  twine 
and  baling  wire,  which  are  used  for  the 
same  general  purposes. 

D.  REPEAL  OF  THE  TARIFF  WOULD  NOT  IMPAIR 
THE  STOCKPILING  PROGRAM  FOR  DEFENSE  OR 
SERIOUSLY  AFFECT  THE  INTERESTS  OF  THE 
DOMESTIC  INDUSTRY 


been  urged  in  opposition  to  the 
bill  that  repeal  of  the  tariff  would  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  Government  stockpiling 
program.  The  argument  is  that  the 
stockpile  of  imported  fibers  must  be  ro¬ 
tated  and  that  domestic  producers  of 


baler  twine  would  not  be  able  to  use  as 
much  as  they  have  in  the  past;  There 
are  two  answers  to  this  argument.  First, 
there  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  domes¬ 
tic  manufacturers  will  not  still  be  able 
to  produce  at  a  reasonable  profit  a  sub¬ 
stantial  proportion  of  the  expanding  re¬ 
quirements  of  American  farmers  for 
baler  twine,  or  to  keep  them  from  con¬ 
tinuing  to  utilize  the  older  fibers  held  in 
the  defense  stockpile.  Moreover,  it  is 
understood  that  foreign  producers  of 
baler  twine  have  been  asked  to  share  in 
the  rotation  of  the  stockpile  maintained 
in  this  country. 

I  believe  that  the  letter  received  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Din¬ 
cell]  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Muni¬ 
tions  Board  answers  any  contention  that 
this  bill  would  threaten  the  defense 
program. 

In  conclusion,  I  want  to  say  just  a 
■word  about  the  amendments  that  have 
been  suggested.  The  minority  report 
proposes  that  there  should  be  merely  a 
temporary  suspension  of  the  duty  in¬ 
stead  of  complete  repeal.  Of  course,  the 
opponents  of  this  legislation  know  that 
foreign  manufacturers  cannot  afford  to 
convert  their  facilities  to  substantially 
greater  production  of  baler  twine  on  just 
a  temporary  basis.  Nor  can  American 
farmers  afford  to  buy  expensive  hay 
balers  unless  they  have  the  assurance 
that  there  will  be  an  adequate  supply  of 
baler  twine  to  enable  them  to  use  this 
method  of  harvesting  their  hay  crops. 

On  this  point  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
farmer  organizations — those  who  really 
speak  for  the  farmer— are  in  the  best 
position  to  know  what  is  best  for  him, 
and  it  is  their  view  that  a  temporary 
suspension  of  the  duty  on  baler  twine 
would  merely  serve  to  perpetuate  the 
present  undesirable  situation.  It  is  their 
belief  that  no  action  would  be  preferable 
to  creating  the  temporary  illusion  that 
the  farmers’  needs  were  being  met. 

Then,  the  other  proposition  that  a  set 
of  elaborate  restrictions  on  the  kind  of 
baler  twine  that  would  be  admitted  free 
of  duty  comes  from  a  unique  source  in¬ 
deed.  The  domestic  manufacturers  who 
are  opposed  to  this  legislation  suggest  a 
set  of  elaborate  limitations  upon  the  im¬ 
ports  of  baler  twine  that  shall  be  entitled 
to  free  entry.  They  say  that  this  is  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  American  farmer ; 
that  it  will  protect  him  against  inferior 
quality  of  merchandise.  This  looks  to 
me  like  the  Greeks  bearing  gifts  and  I 
doubt  whether  the  American  manufac¬ 
turers  are  really  interested  in  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  American  farmer  to  that  ex¬ 
tent.  Moreover  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
farmer  will  be  able  to  protect  himself 
against  inferior  imported  merchandise 
fully  as  well  as  he  has  been  able  to  detect 
inferior-quality  products  in  other  lines. 

I  do  not  believe  the  American  farmer 
needs  the  solicitude  of  the  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  of  baler  twine  in  this  regard. 

Mr.  Chan-man,  the  shortage  of  baler 
twine  is  acute.  The  need  for  this  legis¬ 
lation  is  immediate  and  this  House 
should  not  delay  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Doughton]  has  expired. 


(Mr.  DOUGHTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired.  The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  paragraph  1622  of 
section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting 
after  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma 
and  the  words  “and  twine  chiefly  used  for 
baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and 
bedding  materials.’* 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  7,  strike  out  the  word  “ma¬ 
terials’.”  and  insert  “materials,’.” 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  do  not  expect  to  use  5 
minutes,  but  I  would  like  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion  or  two  of  the  proponents  of  this 
legislation. 

I  would  like  to  ask  whether  if  this  bill 
is  passed  there  is  any  assurance  that  the 
farmers  will  get  more  baling  and  binder 
twine.  I  do  not  care  particularly  who 
answers  the  question. 

Mr .  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  the  testimony 
of  the  farmers  themselves  and  the  farm 
organizations  before  the  committee. 
That  was  the  whole  purpose  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman 
himself  believe  that  the  farmers  will  get 
more  twine? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  certainly  do,  and  that 
is  the  reason  I  am  supporting  the  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  May  I  ask  another  ques¬ 
tion:  Will  that  mean  a  lower  price  for- 
baling  and  binder  twine? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  farmers  seem  to 
think  so,  and  I  agree  with  them. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  agree  with  them. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  well  remember,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  about  a  year  ago  we  had 
a  very  acute  situation  with  respect  to 
baling  wire.  This  year  there  are  no  re¬ 
ports,  from  my  district  at  least,  of  a 
scarcity  of  baling  wire.  I  am  wondering 
whether  we  cannot  work  out  this  situa¬ 
tion  on  the  same  basis. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  If  the  gentleman  had 
read  the  testimony  of  the  farmers,  they 
do  not  like  baling  wire,  whether  it  is 
available  or  not.  They  prefer  baler 
twine.  It  is  safer.  It  is  better.  It  is 
easier  to  handle. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
gentleman  that  baling  twine  is  particu¬ 
larly  safer;  the  gentleman  well  knows 
that  there  a  great  number  of  hay  balers 
in  the  country  that  use  wire. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  The  farmers,  how¬ 
ever,  believe  that  wire -bound  hay  or  feed 
fed  to  cattle  is  dangerous,  and  wiien 
used  as  bedding  for  cattle  is  also  dan¬ 
gerous  in  that  it  might  cause  hide  punc¬ 
tures  and  gangrene. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But,  of  course,  the 
farmer  w-ill  always  remove  the  wire 
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rather  than  leave  it  in  the  stall  or  feed 
rack. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  He  does  not  always 
remove  it,  but  it  is  always  more  difficult 
to  remove;  you  have  to  cut  it  with  clip¬ 
pers  or  pliers,  whereas  you  can  just  take 
the  twine-bound  bale  and  hit  the  twine 
with  a  shovel  or  cut  it  with  a  knife  and 
leave  it  right  there,  because  it  is  an 
agricultural  product  in  itself. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  understand  all  of  that 
perfectly  because  I  have  baled  some  hay 
in  my  time  with  baling  wire. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
admit  to  having  baled  hay  or  anything 
else,  but  I  will  say  again  that  I  am  taking 
the  word  of  the  farmer.  Do  you  chal¬ 
lenge  it? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Challenge  the  word  of 
the  farmer  as  to  what? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  As  to  the  desirability 
and  preference  for  using  baling  twine 
instead  of  wire. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No;  not  at  all. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  That  is  what  I  am 
going  on;  I  am  taking  the  word  of  ex¬ 
perts,  of  the  farmers  themselves. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But  I  am  pointing  out 
that  the  situation  with  respect  to  the 
shortage  of  baling  wire  seems  to  have 
been  cured  in  a  rather  short  period  of 
time,  and  I  am  wondering  if  under  the 
existing  system  of  production  the  baling 
twine  situation  will  not  be  cured  like¬ 
wise. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  hope  it  is,  but  they 
cannot  use  baling  wire  in  balers  that  use 
twine. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  understand  that  per¬ 
fectly. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  speak  from  per¬ 
sonal  knowledge  and  from  talking  with 
farmers  who  produce  hay  as  a  pay  crop. 
They  greatly  prefer  to  use  balers  that 
use  baler  twine  rather  than  those  that 
use  binder  twine  and  they  will  not  buy 
a  baler  that  uses  binder  twine  if  they 
can  possibly  get  one  that  uses  baler 
twine. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  suggest  to  the  chair¬ 
man  that  the  man  who  has  a  twine 
baler  is  glad  to  have  twine,  and  the  man 
who  has  a  wire  baler  is  glad  to  have 
wire. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  The  use  of  baler 
twine  has  increased  far  beyond  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  manufacturers  to  supply  it. 
Production  has  nothing  like  overtaken 
the  great  demand,  and  there  is  a  short¬ 
age,  a  great  shortage  in  baler  twine  over 
the  country. 

The  farmers  are  disturbed,  too,  be¬ 
cause  the  price  of  baler  twine  has  in¬ 
creased  from  $11  for  a  40 -pound  bale 
to  $18.50;  and,  further,  the  price  of  baler 
twine  in  Canada  is  5  cents  less  per  pound 
than  the  price  in  the  United  States,  but 
the  great  necessity  for  this  bill  is  be¬ 
cause  the  American  farmer  prefers  to 
use  the  baler  that  uses  twine. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment,  and  do  so  only  to  state  for  the 
benefit  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
that  in  my  remarks  I  pointed  out  that 
the  difference  between  a  baling  machine 


using  baler  twine  and  one  using  wire 
is  a  big  one  in  the  saving  of  manpower. 
I  said  one  man  can  operate  an  auto¬ 
matic  pick-up  baling  machine  which 
uses  baling  twine  whereas  it  takes  two 
to  four  men  to  operate  an  automatic 
pick-up  baling  machine  which  uses 
wire.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  a  man  who  has  a  baler  which 
uses  wire  is  pretty  glad  to  get  rid  of 
his  wire  baler  and  get  one  that  uses 
baler  twine,  provided  he  can  be  assured 
of  a  sufficiency  of  twine.  That  is  exact¬ 
ly  what  we  are  trying  to  do  for  him 
now. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  think  you  can  clear 
up  the  question  of  the  use  of  wire  as  a 
dangerous  instrumentality  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  livestock;  it  is.  The  danger 
comes  in  the  loss  of  livestock. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  And  the  gentleman 
is  a  dirt  farmer,  I  take  it.  I  have  seen 
him  with  mud  on  his  boots  right  here 
in  Washington. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  We  have  had  many 
cases  of  a  cow  dying  and  the  post  mor¬ 
tem  showed  that  she  had  two  or  three 
of  these  wires  all  balled  up  in  her 
stomach.  That  does  not  happen  with 
twine. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  A  dead  cow  does  not 
produce  milk  either. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  You  can  feed  them 
on  twine  if  you  have  salt  enough. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  the  farmers  would  like  to 
have  twine  balers,  but  I  still  have  no 
assurance  from  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  if  we  pass  this  bill  twine 
is  going  to  be  any  cheaper  or  there  will 
be  any  more  of  it. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  At  least  we  are  head¬ 
ing  in  that  direction.  I  would  not  swear 
to  my  friend  that  there  is  going  to  be 
an  amount  of  baler  twine  sufficient  to 
cover  all  needs  forever  and  ever,  but  I 
do  say  that  this  move  is  in  that  direc¬ 
tion.  I  am  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  farmer  in  this  instance,  he  wants 
this  bill  enacted,  and  I  would  like  to 
ask  my  friend,  who  professes  to  be  a 
friend  of  the  farmer,  to  join  me. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  some  farm 
organization  put  this  bill  in? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Originally,  as  the 
gentleman  should  know  by  now  because 
it  has  been  covered  by  several  Members, 
the  bill  was  introduced  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Nebraska.  It  was 
attached  to  two  different  bills  which  we 
sent  over  to  the  Senate  and  which  they 
passed  over  in  the  Senate.  We  had  to 
take  them  up  in  conference  and  we  de¬ 
cided  we  ought  to  have  full  and  complete 
hearings  and  give  everybody  a  chance  to 
be  heard.  Having  heard  the  testimony, 
and  the  preponderance  of  evidence  being 
on  the  side  of  the  farm  spokesmen,  the 


bill  was  reported  by  the  committee  with¬ 
out  any  of  the  amendments  which  you 
intend  to  offer  here  this  afternoon.  All 
of  those  amendments  have  been  passed 
on  and  rejected  in  committee.  If  you 
do  offer  them  you  are  going  to  have  a 
roll  call  on  each  one  of  them. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  As  I  sat  here 
listening  to  the  debate  all  day,  this  ap¬ 
parently  is  a  farmer’s  bill,  yet  nowhere 
in  its  progress  through  the  Congress  has 
any  farm  organization  sponsored  it. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  The  gentleman  is 
just  as  wrong  as  he  can  be.  Let  him 
take  a  look  at  the  hearings  on  the  bill. 
It  is  the  farmers  who  have  given  their 
strongest  support  to  this  bill.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  better  get  caught  up  on  himself 
before  he  makes  remarks  of  that  kind, 
because  this  is  the  first  time  I  remember 
or  that  any  other  Member  on  this  floor 
remembers,  and  I  have  been  here  nearly 
20  years,  that  the  four  farm  organiza¬ 
tions  have  gotten  together  behind  one 
bill.  They  are  unanimously  in  support 
of  this  one. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield  further? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  If  the  gentleman 
cannot  offer  any  better  argument  than 
that,  he  better  cover  up. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  will  cover  up  by 
saying  that  the  CIO  and  the  APL  have 
gone  on  record  against  this  bill. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  The  national  organi¬ 
zations  have  nothing  to  say  about  it.  A 
local  union  maybe  did. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  Mr.  Edelman 
appear  before  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  He  did  not  appear 
before  the  committee.  He  was  conspic¬ 
uously  absent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  requisite 
number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  bring  out  the 
point  that  this  baler-twine  industry  de¬ 
veloped  about  1939.  It  is  a  new  indus¬ 
try.  It  was  developed  by  our  people  and 
our  industries  took  it  up  and  started  in 
to  see  if  they  could  not  serve  the  farmers 
better  with  this  baler  twine.  They  got 
well  organized  and  they  have  gone  into 
great  research  on  this  baler  twine  par¬ 
ticularly,  of  course,  so  far  as  vermin  are 
concerned,  the  danger  being  that  if  it  is 
of  an  inferior  quality  and  is  not  pro¬ 
tected  by  proper  chemical  treatment,  if 
they  bale  the  hay  and  put  it  in  the  barn, 
then  the  rats  and  mice  gnaw  through 
the  twine  and  the  hay  is  lost.  It  is  all 
mixed  up  and  ‘has  to  be  reprocessed 
again  before  they  can  really  ship  it  out. 
Now  they  are  established  and  they  have 
rendered  a  wonderful  service  over  the 
years  to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  and 
with  the  aid  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  they  made  careful  surveys,  and 
they  produced  much  more  than  the  sur¬ 
veys  indicated  they  would  need  this  year. 
The  testimony  shows  that,  and  there  is 
no  dispute  about  it.  Now  then  they 
come  along,  and  here  is  a  man,  Hogate, 
who  registers  as  a  lobbyist  shortly  after 
this  bill  is  introduced.  He  is  represent¬ 
ing  a  foreign  mill  in  Ontario,  Canada, 
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close  to  Detroit.  That  is  the  port  of 
entry.  This  man  is  being  paid  $1,000  a 
month,  as  shown  by  the  Lobby  Register, 
and  he  has  been  carrying  on  this  propa¬ 
ganda.  It  has  been  a  fight  from  the 
start.  He  is  working  on  the  farm  lead¬ 
ers.  The  farmers  have  been  misled  by 
this  lobbyist.  Now  you  turn  this  for¬ 
eign  industry  loose  on  our  baler  indus¬ 
try  that  has  given  good  service  to  the 
farmers.  This  bill  if  passed  will  reduce 
our  revenue.  It  will  destroy  the  busi¬ 
ness  here,  and  as  has  been  said  time  and 
time  again,  your  price  of  baler  twine  will 
go  up  and  your  farmers  will  not  get  an 
adequate  supply  of  baler  twine.  They 
will  have  to  pay  the  price  asked  by  these 
foreign  producers.  Mr.  Hogate  has 
done  a  magnificent  job  for  those  people 
who  want  to  take  over  our  market,  the 
very  heart  and  security  of  the  United 
States.  Foreign  interests  could  well  af¬ 
ford  to  pay  Mr.  Hogate  a  million  dollars 
a  year.  He  is  a  great  man,  apparently; 
he  has  great  prestige,  and  I  also  think 
that  he  selected  the  right  people  to  work 
for  him. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  a  little  afraid  that 
some  of  the  future  benefits  which  would 
result  from  the  passage  of  this  bill  as 
outlined  by  the  proponents  are  probably 
a  little  farfetched  and  I  think  that  some 
of  the  dire  consequences  as  outlined  by 
the  opponents  are  a  little  extreme.  In 
the  first  instance  I  think  we  have  to  re¬ 
member  that  binder  twine,  which  was 
the  general  material  used  in  the  binding 
and  harvesting  of  crops,  has  been  on  the 
free  list  from  1896  to  date.  The  cordage 
industry  is  the  industry  that  manufac¬ 
tures  binder  twine.  That  industry  has 
continued  to  exist  in  the  United  States  in 
spite  of  the  free  importation  of  binder 
twine.  We  have  a  shortage  today  in 
the  item  of  baler  twine  which  for  all 
intents  and  purposes  has  become  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  binder  twine. 

A  little  example  of  what  has  actually 
happened  can  probably  be  seen  by  the 
poundage  manufactured  of  binder  twine 
and  baler  twine  in  the  last  few  years. 
In  about  1939  baler  twine  first  came 
into  existence,  and  it  really  did  not  come 
into  very  much  usage  until  the  early 
forties.  It  came  in  in  connection  with  a 
shift  from  balers  using  twine  instead  of 
wire  and  also  as  a  result  of  the  increased 
use  of  combines  or  harvester-threshers. 
This  change  in  the  agricultural  method 
of  harvesting  came  into  great  promi¬ 
nence  in  the  forties  and  has  continued 
since  that  time.  In  about  1927  twine 
that  was  used,  the  cordage  that  was  made 
for  the  purpose  of  binding,  was  binder 
twine,  and  at  that  time  about  227,000,000 
pounds  was  produced.  That  was  at  the 
height  of  the  binder  twine  usage.  Yet 
that  shrank  so  that  in  1947  there  was 
only  about  90,000,000  pounds  of  binder 
twine  produced.  In  other  words,  there 
was  a  conversion.  The  farmers  were 
getting  away  from  the  old  method  of 
using  binder  twine  and  wire  and  instead 
were  going  into  the  system  of  baling, 
which  required  a  heavier  type  of  twine. 

You  can  see  this  conversion  when  you 
take  the  production  figures  for  baler 


twine,  which  in  1939  were  practically 
zero,  and  yet  in  1951  were  in  excess  of 
125,000,000  pounds. 

Actually  what  has  happened  is  that  in¬ 
stead  of  using  binder  twine  generally 
you  are  using  baler  twine.  Your  cordage 
industry  existed  when  the  usage  was  in 
the  field  of  binder  twine  and  binder 
twine  was  on  the  free  list.  It  did  not 
ruin  the  cordage  industry  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  it  is  not  ruined  today.  The  use 
of  baler  twine  did  not  give  rise  to  a  new 
industry,  it  gave  rise  only  to  a  new 
process,  a  new  conversion  within  an  ex¬ 
isting  industry,  the  cordage  industry. 
The  farmer  has  been  changing  over  from 
the  use  of  binder  twine  to  baler  twine. 
The  manufacturer  has  been  changing 
over  from  binder  twine  to  baler  twine. 

I  do  not  think  the  passage  of  this  bill 
is  going  to  ruin  the  cordage  industry.  I 
think  the  evidence  of  what  happened  to 
the  industry  with  binder  twine  on  the 
free  list  should  be  evidence  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  gentleman  has  just 
stated  that  the  development  of  the  bal¬ 
ing  twine  has  been  within  recent  years 
and  has  occurred  since  we  have  had  any 
legislative  revision  of  the  Tariff  Act. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  if  this 
development  of  baling  twine  had  come 
about  before  the  Smoot-Hawley  Act  was 
passed  in  1930  baling  twine  would  have 
been  placed  on  the  free  list  just  the  same 
as  binding  twine  was  placed  on  the  free 
list? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  If  the 
gentleman  will  read  the  wording  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  he  will  find  that  it 
does  not  say  “binder  twine,”  it  says 
“binding  twine.”  I  think  basically  what 
they  had  in  mind  was  any  material 
which  was  used  by  the  farmer  in  the 
harvesting  and  in  the  binding  of  his 
crops  in  the  process  of  harvesting. 

The  point  I  have  been  trying  to  make 
is  that  I  do  not  see  any  of  the  dire  con¬ 
sequences  that  are  pictured  by  some  in 
the  cordage  industry  as  the  result  of  the 
possible  passage  of  this  legislation.  On 
the  other  hand,  I  cannot  see  the  great 
benefits  which  some  of  the  proponents 
seem  to  see  in  the  future  as  the  result 
of  the  passage  of  the  legislation. 

It  was  a  peculiar  thing  that  in  the 
hearings  before  our  committee  none  of 
the  witnesses  could  put  their  finger  on 
the  exact  cause  of  today’s  shortage. 
Nobody  would  admit  that  the  shortage 
today  was  as  the  result  of  the  present 
duty.  This  is  understandable  because 
with  an  extreme  shortage  the  farmers 
were  willing  to  buy  and  did  buy  every 
bit  of  baler  twine  they  could  possibly 
get,  and  every  foreigner  that  could  ship 
in  here  did  ship  in  here  in  spite  of  the 
duty.  As  far  as  this  year’s  supply  of 
baler  twine  was  concerned,  we  had  just 
as  much  as  we  would  have  gotten  if  the 
duty  had  been  removed  earlier  in  the 
year. 

There  is  some  feeling  that  the  re¬ 
moval  of  this  barrier  might  encourage 
a  little  increase  outside  the  country  in 
baler-twine  production,  but  I  do  not 
think  this  is  going  to  end  forever  all  the 


farmers’  worries.  There  is  more  to  the 
shortage  of  baler  twine  than  just  the 
matter  of  this  duty.  I  would  hate  to 
have  the  farmers  of  the  country  think 
that  when  this  bill  becomes  law,  from 
then  on  they  are  going  to  have  baler 
twine  to  burn,  and  that  there  will  be  no 
more  problems,  because  this  legislation 
will  not  solve  it  completely.  The  wit¬ 
nesses  before  the  committee  could  not 
put  their  finger  on  exactly  what  all  the 
causes  were  or  what  the  basic  difficulties 
were. 

My  reason  for  favoring  this  bill  is  very 
simple.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  necessary 
in  order  to  be  consistent  in  the  tariff  pol¬ 
icy  which  we  have  followed  for  years  as 
far  as  twine  used  for  binding  the  prod¬ 
ucts  of  the  farmer  is  concerned.  Just 
because  the  farmer  has  changed  over  to 
a  slightly  different  item  for  binding  his 
products,  I  do  not  think  it  should  change 
the  basic  status  in  our  tariff  law  of  that 
item  or  of  the  items  used.  It  has  been 
our  basic  tariff  policy  to  exempt  from 
duty  any  of  the  items  used  by  the  farm¬ 
ers  in  producing  the  food  and  fiber 
needed  by  this  country.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment,  baler  twine  should  enjoy  this 
exemption.  I  believe  that  was  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  act  of  1930.  I  think  what  we 
are  doing  here  by  this  bill  is  to  carry  out 
the  intention  of  that  act,  and  that  all  we 
are  doing  is  continuing  the  status  quo 
so  far  as  the  cordage  industry  and  the 
treatment  of  binding  twine  is  concerned. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  In  accordance  with 
your  views  as  to  the  prospect  that  neither 
the  cordage  industry  nor  the  farmers 
would  be  benefited  or  hurt,  do  you  not 
believe  it  would  be  well  to  put  this  out  as 
a  trial  balloon  and  limit  the  period  of 
time  in  which  this  act  would  be  effective 
so  we  would  not  be  throwing  American 
employees  out  of  work?  I  think  we  are 
going  too  far. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  wish 
the  gentleman  would  not  present  an  ar¬ 
gument.  I  yielded  to  him  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  think  you  are  going  to 
hurt  the  cordage  industry,  as  I  tried  to 
explain,  because  they  were  not  particu¬ 
larly  hurt  by  the  free  importation  of 
binder  twine.  Personally,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  consistent  with  our  historic 
tariff  policy  to  limit  the  effectiveness  of 
the  bill  to  18  months. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  supporting  this 
bill.  I  am  not  sure,  as  the  gentleman 
who  has  preceded  me  has  said,  whether 
this  is  going  to  solve  all  the  ills.  I  do 
happen  to  know  from  my  own  personal 
knowledge  and  experience  in  my  district 
that  this  baler  twine  situation  is  very, 
very  bad  not  only  as  regards  to  scarcity 
of  the  commodity,  but  as  regards  to  ex¬ 
orbitant  prices.  I  happened  to  have  had 
in  my  hand  the  last  couple  of  days  two 
bills  of  a  man  who  had  bought  baler 
twine  this  year.  When  he  bought  in 
May,  he  paid  $11  and  something  a  bale. 
When  he  bought  here  last  week,  he  had 
to  pay  $18  a  bale  for  it.  I  do  not  know 
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that  this  bill  is  going  to  answer  his  prob¬ 
lems,  but  it  is  the  only  thing  we  have 
before  us.  Aside  from  that,  this  is  an 
absurd  situation  when  you  examine  the 
physical  aspect  of  the  products  that  you 
propose  to  impose  a  tariff  on.  If  I  had 
two  pieces  of  this  product  in  my  hand — 
if  I  had  a  piece  of  baler  twine  and  a  piece 
of  binder  twine,  at  the  distance  that  you 
gentlemen  are  sitting  from  me,  you 
could  not  tell  the  difference  between 
them.  My  colleague  has  handed  me  a 
sample  card  with  two  pieces  of  baler  and 
binder  twine  on  it.  As  you  can  see, 
there  is  no  apparent  difference  between 
them.  There  is  no  difference  in  effi¬ 
cacies  and  binding  qualities  of  these  two 
products  except  that  one  has  a  few  more 
strands  of  exactly  the  same  material  in 
it  than  the  other  has.  Yet,  you  say,  you 
are  going  to  let  one  in  duty-free,  and  on 
the  other,  baler  twine,  you  are  going  to 
impose  a  tariff.  It  just  does  not  make 
sense.  Let  us  take  the  practical  situa¬ 
tion  from  the  standpoint  of  the  farm¬ 
ers.  I  happen  to  have  two  neighbors 
adjoining  my  farm.  One  of  them  has 
one  type  of  baler.  He  bales  in  square 
bales,  and  he  uses  the  regular,  what  we 
call  the  baler  twine.  So  he  must  pay  a 
tariff  on  his  twine.  Right  over  the  fence 
from  him,  is  another  neighbor  and  he 
uses  another  type  of  baler.  That  baler 
bales  a  round  bale.  So,  according  to 
the  mechanism  of  the  two  machines,  the 
man  who  makes  the  square  bale  uses 
the  twine  that  is  subject  to  a  tariff,  and 
the  man  over  the  fence  from  him  who 
uses  the  round  type  of  baler  uses  the 
regular  binder  type  of  twine,  which  is 
a  smaller  twine,  and  he  pays  no  tariff 
on  it.  So  there  you  have  a  situation  of 
one  man  on  one  side  of  the  fence  baling 
clover  hay,  and  the  other  man  on  the 
other  side  baling  the  exact  same  kind 
of  clover  hay  at  the  same  time  and  for 
the  same  purpose,  and  one  of  them  pays 
a  tariff  and  the  other  does  not  pay  a 
tariff  on  exactly  the  same  product.  Is 
it  not  ridiculous?  Do  we  want  to  leave 
ourselves  in  such  an  absurd  position, 
aside  from  the  merits  of  the  case  and 
whether  it  is  going  to  save  the  farmers 
some  money?  That  is  exactly  the  po¬ 
sition  you  are  in  today.  Put  them  both 
on  the  same  basis — either  both  tax-free 
or  both  subject  to  a  tariff. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith] 
has  expired. 

(Mr.  HOPE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mi*.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  those  who  are  opposing  this 
legislation,  but,  frankly,  it  seems  to  me 
they  are  making  a  mountain  out  of  a 
molehill,  in  their  dire  predictions  as  to 
what  will  happen  to  American  cordage 
manufacturers  if  this  legislation  is 
passed. 

I  feel  very  much  as  does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Byrnes] 
that  this  may  not  make  a  great  deal 
of  difference  in  the  supply  of  twine,  but 
I  think  it  is  a  sound  principle  to  say 
that  if  you  are  trying  to  increase  the 
supply  of  a  product  you  ought  to  remove 


whatever  impediments  there  are  to  its 
distribution.  If  the  duty  is  keeping  out 
baler  twine,  then  the  removal  of  that 
duty  will  certainly  increase  the  avail¬ 
able  supply. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  will  yield  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  later  if  I  have  time. 

It  has  been  said  previously,  and  I  want 
to  repeat  it  as  a  Republican,  that  the 
traditional  policy  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  this  country  has  been  to  permit 
importation,  duty  free,  of  all  of  the 
articles  that  go  into  the  production  of 
farm  products.  That  was  the  policy 
under  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill,  un¬ 
der  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill,  and  I  un¬ 
derstand  all  previous  bills.  I  do  not 
want  the  word  to  go  out  today  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country  that  the  Repub¬ 
licans  in  Congress  are  repudiating  the 
policy  which  we  have  always  followed  of 
admitting,  duty  free,  those  articles 
which  go  into  the  production  of  farm 
products.  It  was  a  sound  policy  when 
it  was  adopted  and  it  is  still  a  sound 
policy.  For  that  reason,  if  for  no  other, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  Republicans  are 
making  a  great  mistake  if  we  defeat  the 
legislation  which  is  now  before  us. 

I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  but 
what  if  baling  twine  had  been  in  use  at 
the  time  the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff  bill 
was  passed  in  1930,  it  would  have  been 
placed  in  the  free  list,  along  with  every 
other  article  that  is  used  in  farm  produc¬ 
tion.  I  am  sure  that  at  the  time  the 
Smoot-Hawley  bill  was  passed  it  was 
contemplated  and  intended  by  those 
who  wrote  the  legislation  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  which  permitted  binding  twine  to 
come  in  free  would  include  anything 
that  was  used  to  bind  or  contain  farm 
products  in  the  harvest  fields.  Why 
should  we  at  this  time  take  a  position 
which  is  at  entire  variance  with  the 
policy  of  both  parties  in  this  country 
in  the  past? 

Every  one  of  the  general  farm  organi¬ 
zations  of  this  country — and  it  is  the 
first  time  I  can  recall  for  some  time  that 
all  of  them  have  been  together — have 
appeared  before  the  committee  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  bill.  They  have  taken  the 
position  that  this  legislation  will  bring 
about  a  greater  supply  of  bailing  twine. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  know  just  how  much 
of  a  change  it  will  make,  but  certainly 
if  it  makes  any  change  at  all  it  will  be 
in  the  direction  of  a  greater  supply.  I 
am  anxious  that  we  should  follow  the 
policy  that  has  always  been  followed  in 
matters  of  this  kind  and  that  we  open 
the  way  here  to  increase  the  supply  to 
whatever  extent  it  may  be  brought  about. 
For  that  reason  I  am  supporting  the 
legislation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mi*.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  may  proceed  for  one  additional 
minute  in  order  that  I  may  ask  him  a 
question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Is  it  not  true  that 
during  all  the  time  the  Republicans 
were  in  power  from  the  1890’s  down  until 
sometime  early  in  the  thirties  that  they 
always  were  in  favor  of  no  tariff  on 
machinery  that  was  used  on  the  farm? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  speaking  just  of  my 
personal  knowledge;  I  know  that  was 
true  under  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act 
and  under  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill,  and 
my  understanding  is  that  is  was  true  as 
far  as  previously  Republican- sponsored 
tariff  bills  were  concerned. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  And  that  was  true 
even  as  to  hay  balers. 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  was  true  of  all  farm 
machinery  and  all  supplies  that  went 
into  production  of  farm  crops. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  it  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Right 
after  the  enacting  clause. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  We  have  pending 
the  committee  amendment  in  line  7  to 
substitute  a  comma  for  the  period. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  will 
offer  my  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment,  then. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Edwin 
Arthur  Hall]. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Edwin  Arthur 
Hall:  Page  1,  line  7,  insert  a  new  section  as 
follows : 

“The  National  Production  Authority  shall 
take  all  steps  possible  to  allocate  from  do¬ 
mestic  supplies  enough  baling  twine  to  meet 
the  needs  of  American  farmers  not  only  for 
the  1951  purpose  but  for  all  subsequent 
emergencies.” 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Will 
not  the  gentleman  permit  me  to  be  heard 
on  my  amendment  before  he  presses  the 
point  of  order? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  point  of  order  first  unless 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  con- 
cgcIss  it 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  No;  I 
do  not  concede  it;  I  want  to  be  heard 
on  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
Wishes  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Yes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  makes  the  point  of  order 
that  the  amendment  is  not  germane. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  will 
present  any  point  of  view  he  has  on 
that  question. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  sorry  that  this  appar¬ 
ently  is  a  gag  rule  when  one  tries  to 
present  an  amendment. 
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Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  that  is  not  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  am 
endeavoring  to  get  to  the  discussion  of 
the  point  of  order  if  the  gentleman  will 
allow  me  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  address  his  remarks  to  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  we  are  here  to  try  to  get 
baling  twine  for  the  farmer's  of  the  coun¬ 
try;  we  are  here  just  about  3  months 
too  late.  The  amendment  I  just  pre¬ 
sented  was  H.  R.  4479  which  I  intro¬ 
duced  on  June  5,  1951.  If  my  amend¬ 
ment  had  prevailed  or  had  been  voted 
upon,  we  would  have  had  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  perfect  the  machinery  here  on 
the  House  floor  so  that  we  could  get 
baling  twine  from  domestic  sources.  So 
I  believe  this  amendment  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  a  vote  since  it  is  an  honest 
effort  to  accomplish  the  objective  which 
we  are  all  here  to  try  to  accomplish. 

The  National  Production  Authority  is 
the  agency  which  the  Congress  has  set 
up  for  obtaining  these  various  alloca¬ 
tions.  There  is  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  the  National  Production  Authority 
should  be  ruled  out  of  the  consideration 
of  this  bill,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  in 
presenting  an  amendment  of  this  kind, 
the  House  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
to  vote  upon  it.  If  this  is  an  emergency 
we  certainly  ought  to  face  it;  we  ought 
not  to  let  any  possible  opportunity  slip 
by  even  though  in  upstate  New  York  a 
bill  of  this  kind  is  just  3  months  too  late. 
We  should  have  passed  a  bill  provid¬ 
ing  for  baling  twine  3  months  ago  in 
order  that  the  farmers  of  up-State  New 
York  might  have  had  a  chance  to  have 
enough  baling  twine  to  get  in  their  hay 
crop.  In  North  Carolina  and  other 
southei'n  States  where  the  jungle  growth 
is  much  more  advanced  than  it  is  up 
in  up-State  New  York,  they  have  three 
crops  of  hay.  They  are  harvesting  their 
last  crop  down  there  now.  We  harvested 
our  hay  crop  from  June  15  to  August  1 
and  we  are  out  of  luck  as  far  as  getting 
this  twine  is  concerned. 

In  other  words,  this  is  an  honest  effort 
on  my  part  to  attempt  to  get  this  bunch 
of  bureaucrats  down  in  the  National 
Production  Authority  off  of  their  plush 
cushions  and  get  them  busy  to  try  to 
obtain  some  of  the  allocation  of  this 
twine  from  our  domestic  supply.  My 
bill  was  the  first  and  one  of  the  few 
attempts  to  obtain  baling  twine  for  the 
farmers  of  this  country. 

The  Hall  bill  would  have  accomplished 
what  this  bill  comes  too  late  to  do, 
namely,  remedy  the  present  emergency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  rule. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  offers 
an  amendment  that  has  for  its  purpose 
apparently  an  increase  in  the  domestic 
supply  of  baling  twine.  The  pending 
legislation  is  an  amendment  to  the  Tar¬ 
iff  Act  of  1930.  It  appears  from  an  ex-< 
( animation  of  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  that  it  goes  far  beyond  the  scope 
jof  the  bill,  in  that  it  applies  to  differ¬ 
ent  legislation;  therefore  the  Chair  sus¬ 
tains  the  point  of  order. 


The  question  is  on  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania:  Strike  out  of  H.  R.  1005  all 
matter  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  insert  the  following:  “That  after 
paragraph.  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  amended,  insert  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

‘1622  (a) .  Baler  twine  manufactured  from 
New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila,  istle, 
or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn  or  a 
mixture  Of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  single 
ply,  and  measuring  not  exceeding  240  feet 
to  the  pound,  containing  not  less  than  8 
percent  of  oil  by  weight,  mildew  proofed, 
treated  to  repel  insects  and  rodents  and 
chiefly  used  in  an  automatic  pick-up  baler 
in  the  baling  of  hay,  straw,  and  fodder’.” 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 
As  I  caught  the  reading  of  it,  the  amend¬ 
ment  seeks  to  change  an  entirely  differ¬ 
ent  provision  of  existing  law  than  that 
sought  to  be  changed  by  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  be  heard  on  the  point 
of  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  hear 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  can  think  of  nothing  that 
could  be  more  important  to  this  bill  than 
to  define  what  baler  twine  is.  That  is 
what  my  amendment  does  and  that  is  all 
It  does. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  We  disposed  of  all  of 
these  amendments  that  the  gentleman 
proposes  to  bring  up  here  in  committee. 
We  voted  on  them  and  they  were  voted 
adversely. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee  desire  to  be  heard 
further  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  upon 
further  inquiry  my  understanding  is  that 
the  amendment  seeks  to  amend  the  same 
paragraph  of  the  Tariff  Act  as  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  seeks  to  amend? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  with¬ 
draw  my  point  of  order. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  been  struck  all  after¬ 
noon  by  the  fact  that  no  one  seems  to 
know  what  baler  twine  is.  That  is,  un¬ 
der  this  provision  other  countries  would 
be  permitted  to  ship  baler  twine  into  this 
country  and  they  could  ship  in  most  any¬ 
thing,  calling  it  baler  twine,  and  it  would 
come  in  without  the  payment  of  duty. 

Now,  certain  countries  have  been  ship¬ 
ping  inferior  binder  twine  in  here  and 
the  American  farmers  have  been  buying 
It  to  their  sorrow.  All  this  amendment 
does  and  what  it  seeks  to  do  is  a  very 
important  thing,  for  it  gives  the  farmers 
the  assurance  that  if  baler  twine  comes 
into  the  United  States  from  abroad  it  will 
equal  the  minimum  specifications  and 
quality  of  the  American-made  baler 
twine.  Is  that  not  highly  desirable?  Is 


that  not  a  gi'eat  protection  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  farmer  who  uses  the  baler  twine? 
One  of  the  things  it  does  it  to  assure  that 
the  twine  will  do  the  job.  It  will  avoid 
the  dumping  into  this  country  of  a  lot  of 
material  from  abroad  which  can  be  made 
from  a  substitute  for  the  higher  quality 
material  which  is  used  by  the  American 
manufacturer  in  producing  baler  twine 
sold  under  the  American-made  name. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  very  much  that 
the  amendment  will  be  agreed  to,  for  it  is 
a  desirable  one  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  American  consumer.  | 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Will  the  defini¬ 
tion  as  contained  in  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  cover  the  twine  used  in  the 
so-called  round  bale  balers? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  It 
will  cover  anything  which  qualifies  as 
baler  twine,  and  it  will  cover  the  one  to 
which  the  gentleman  refers. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  think  the  gen¬ 
tleman  had  a  limitation  as  to  the  number 
of  feet  per  pound. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  From 
an  industry  statement  as  to  what  the 
minimum  industrial  specifications  are, 
we  were  assured  that  this  would  fit  the 
bill  for  the  Amei'ican  farmer. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Is  that  mini¬ 
mum  or  maximum? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  This 
is  the  minimum.  I  have  no  disposition 
to  conceal  anything,  of  course,  but  we 
were  told  by  the  industry  that  this  was 
their  minimum  specification  for  the 
American-made  pi’oduct. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  I  understand  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment,  he  would  confine 
the  baler  twine  which  could  come  in  duty 
free  to  twine  not  more  than  240  feet  in 
length  per  pound?  Is  that  in  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment?  That  would  be 
maximum  rather  than  minimum.  It 
could  not  exceed  240  feet  per  pound. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  It 
says:  240  feet  per  pound. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  how  many  feet  of  normally  do¬ 
mestic-made  baler  twine  there  is  to  the 
pound? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  No; 
I  do  not.  It  is  approximately  240  feet. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Would  there  not  be  a 
possibility  then  that  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  might  confine  the  free  im¬ 
portation  of  twine  to  exactly  what  we 
have  now,  that  is,  binder  twine  rather 
than  baler  twine? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I  was 
told  that  these  are  the  minimum  specifi¬ 
cations  for  the  American  industry. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chaii’man,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Speaker. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  It  may  be  that  2  or 
8  or  5  years  from  now  the  specifications 
would  be  changed  and  that  American 
machinery  would  not  use  the  kind  of 
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twine  that  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
provides  for. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
suggest  that  we  protect  the  farmer  for 
these  several  years  and  change  it  there¬ 
after,  if  necessary.  I  do  not  see  how  we 
can  afford  to  pass  a  bill,  simply  calling 
it  binder  twine,  and  throwing  it  on  the 
American  market.  Had  it  happened  in 
Pennsylvania  this  year,  as  far  as  baler 
twine  is  concerned,  it  would  have  been 
gobbled  up.  The  fanners  were  anxious 
to  get  it,  even  though  it  was  very  poor. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  know  this,  it  cer¬ 
tainly  would  have  been  gobbled  up  in 
our  State,  because  in  my  neighborhood 
40  hay  balers  stood  idle  at  one  time  be¬ 
cause  they  could  not  get  wire  or  baler 
twine. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  We 
should  protect  the  farmers,  and  if  the 
farmers  want  baler  twine  they  should 
get  baler  twine. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman 
is  not  seeking  to  put  any  limitation  on 
with  respect  to  the  binder  twine  that  is 
to  be  imported  free? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  No. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Now,  if  we  are 
going  to  put  any  limitation  on  baler 
twine,  it  would  be  fair  also  to  change  the 
law  that  has  existed  for  40  years  with 
respect  to  binder  twine. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  May 
I  point  this  out?  There  is  a  definition 
today  as  to  what  binder  twine  is,  and 
no  one  can  import  binder  twine,  even 
though  it  comes  in  free,  and  sell  as  binder 
twine  without  meeting  that  limitation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
limitation  is  in  the  laws  today  because  of 
court  decisions  which  have  laid  down  a 
definition  of  what  binder  twine  is.  What 
I  propose  to  do  is  avoid  the  necessity  of 
a  lot  of  court  cases  until  a  final  conclu¬ 
sion  is  made  defining  baler  twine,  which 
I  think  would  be  this  definition. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  It  seems  to  me  if 
you  are  going  to  put  limitations  on  baler 
twine  imported  free  of  duty  you  ought 
to  do  the  same  thing  on  binder  twine. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
courts  have  already  done  just  that. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  definition  coincide  with  the 
courts’  definition? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mine 
was  made  applicable  to  baler  twine, 
which  is  a  heavier  twine  than  is  binder 
twine,  which  is  already  defined  by  the 
courts. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  submit  to  the 
gentleman  that  we  certainly  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  study  the  specifi¬ 


cations  laid  down  by  the  gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  We 
had  this  amendment  in  our  committee, 
and  the  amendment  was  defeated  in  the 
committee.  We  had  ample  opportunity 
to  study  it,  and  we  did  study  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  We  had  no  testi¬ 
mony  from  the  farm  organizations  as  to 
that? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Per¬ 
haps  not  from  the  farm  organizations. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  mean,  we  did 
not  have  any  testimony  as  to  the  speci¬ 
fications  the  gentleman  lays  down, 
whether  they  would  be  suitable  for  their 
purposes. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  It  is 
obviously  suitable,  because  it  is  what 
they  are  buying  today,  made  by  the 
American  manufacturers. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  four  farm  organi¬ 
zations  are  opposed  to  this  amendment, 
to  any  amendment  proposing  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  time,  and  to  the  amendment 
which  proposes  to  put  into  the  law  cer¬ 
tain  definitions  as  regards  oil  and  other 
saturants  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out 
rodents  and  vermin.  They  say  they  be¬ 
lieve  that  these  amendments  are  de¬ 
signed  as  an  interference  with  this  bill. 

Let  me  say  at  this  time  also  that  I 
asked  who  is  proposing  these  amend¬ 
ments,  the  source  of  them.  It  was  ad¬ 
mitted,  and  I  believe  Mr.  Roos  himself 
said,  that  they  did  emanate  from  the 
Cordage  Institute.  That  is  just  like 
turning  the  farmers’  sheep  over  to  the 
wolves  to  be  tended  by  them  tenderly  and 
safely.  The  farmers  do  not  want  this 
amendment,  but  the  Cordage  Institute 
does.  Mr.  Roos  proposes  it.  It  comes 
here  to  you  trying  to  make  itself  pala¬ 
table. 

You  do  not  need  any  such  thing  as  a 
definition  of  baler  twine  as  to  how  many 
feet  there  should  be  in  order  that  it 
might  be  used  in  a  baler.  It  might  de¬ 
feat  the  purpose  of  the  bill  if  there  are 
changes  in  baling  machines.  The  same 
thing  is  true  about  the  other  amend¬ 
ment.  You  do  not  have  to  say  that 
twine  has  to  have  so  much  oil  in  it,  be¬ 
cause  it  has  to  have  a  certain  amount  as 
a  preservative.  The  farmers  will  insist 
on  quality  and  get  it.  If  you  complicate 
the  bill  too  far,  the  customs  people  will 
levy  duty  in  many  instances,  due  to  lack 
of  conformance  to  specifications. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  purpose  of  this  bill 
Is  to  assist  the  American  farmers  in 
securing  the  product  they  need  in  their 
business.  The  farmers  of  the  country 
and  the  farm  organizations  are  opposed 
to  this  amendment.  They  are  support¬ 
ing  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee. 

May  I  point  out  the  further  fact  that 
if  we  here  bind  this  by  a  certain  number 
of  feet  to  the  pound  then  in  the  future 
if  some  improvement  should  be  brought 
about  in  the  manufacture  of  this  type 
of  baling  twine  it  would  disrupt  the 
whole  situation  and  might  well  result  in 
the  very  defeat  of  the  purpose  we  here 
are  seeking  to  accomplish. 


Mr.  DINGELL.  That  is  correct.  It 
would  make  it  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  manufacturer  to  conform  to  any 
change  in  a  baling  machine  or  the  spe¬ 
cific  use  for  which  the  farmer  wants  to 
use  this  baler  product  without  subject¬ 
ing  the  twine  to  duty.  Let  us  not  be 
fooled  by  this.  When  you  start  pre¬ 
scribing  an  exact  number  of  feet  to  a 
pound,  then  you  are  getting  into  difficul¬ 
ties  which  will  throw  the  controversies 
right  into  the  court,  and  it  will  not  pro¬ 
duce  any  baler  twine  for  the  farmers. 
That  is  precisely  what  the  Cordage  Insti¬ 
tute  wants  to  accomplish  by  way  of  get¬ 
ting  around  the  bill. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not 
true,  however,  that  you  do  have  a  defi¬ 
nition  today  of  binder  twine  even  though 
it  is  not  written  into  the  law?  You  do 
have  a  definition,  and  it  is  a  definition 
which  has  caused  the  trouble  which 
brings  us  here  and  requires  us  to  pass  a 
law  including  baler  twine  on  the  free  list. 

What  I  wanted  to  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  is  whether  or  not  at  the 
present  time  you  do  not  have  a  definition 
of  binder  twine  which  does  set  up  the 
number  of  feet  per  pound. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  think  so.  I  think 
it  is  a  certain  number  of  feet  per  pound, 
but  the  latitude  allowed  there  would  not 
apply  to  baler  twine  without  compli¬ 
cating  things. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  What  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  doing, 
it  seems  to  me,  is  asking  for  a  definition 
similar  to  binder  twine. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  will  say  this  to  my 
good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin,  especially  because  he  favors  the 
bill,  that  if  we  find  within  the  first  year 
that  there  has  been  any  difficulty  or  any 
complication  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
there  has  not  been  written  into  the  law, 
I  will  vote  with  the  Republicans  for  at 
least  once  to  correct  it.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  asked  for  this 
time  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  from 
the  acting  majority  leader,  or  perhaps 
from  our  distinguished  Speaker,  whom  I 
see  sitting  with  us,  how  long  we  are  going 
to  run  tonight  and  if  this  bill  is  going 
to  go  over  until  tomorrow  if  it  is  not 
finished  tonight. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  May  I  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader  that  we  had 
hoped  to  finish  it  tonight.  Of  course,  I 
believe  we  would  not  want  to  run  too 
long  tonight,  but  if  it  is  not  finished  to¬ 
night  it  will  go  over  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Does 
the  gentleman  think  we  will  run  until 
about  5:30  tonight? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Let  us  not  bind  our¬ 
selves  by  any  time,  but  let  us  say  approx¬ 
imately  5:30. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That 
would  be  acceptable.  We  do  not  have  a 
very  full  program  for  tomorrow  and 
there  seems  to  be  no  reason  for  us  to 
work  overtime  when  we  can  finish  thi* 
bill  tomorrow  just  as  well. 


11512  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  September  13 


Mr.  PRIEST.  I  think  we  can  run 
along  until  about  that  time  anyhow 
hoping  in  the  meantime  that  we  may  be 
able  to  finish  it  by  that  time. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Some  of 
us,  and  I  for  one,  would  like  to  have  a 
little  time  to  think  this  thing  over.  I 
have  become  quite  confused  the  way 
some  of  the  Members  from  the  city  have 
shown  concern  about  the  welfare  of  the 
farmers.  If  we  could  adjourn  at  5  o’¬ 
clock  and  collect  our  thoughts,  we  would 
be  better  informed  on  this  problem. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

[Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks  will 
appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  look  at  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Simpson],  for  whom  I  have  the 
h'ghest  regard,  and  I  have  some  ques¬ 
tions  about  some  of  the  language  in 
the  amendment  which  he  proposes. 

If  you  have  the  bill  before  you,  you 
will  see  that  it  amends  paragraph  1622 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  by  inserting 
after  the  words  “binding  twine”  the 
words,  “and  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling 
hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bed¬ 
ding  materials.” 

That  language  would  then  be  subject 
to  the  proviso  in  paragraph  1622,  to 
which  binding  twine  is  also  subject. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Simp¬ 
son]  proposes  a  new  paragraph,  known 
as  paragraph  1622-A,  so  that  if  it  should 
be  adopted  you  would  have  a  paragraph 
1622  on  binding  twine  and  1622-A  on 
baler  twine. 

In  his  amendment  the  gentleman  says 
that  baler  twine  may  not  exceed  240  feet 
per  pound;  that  it  shall  contain  not  less 
than  8  percent  of  oil  by  weight,  and  be 
mildew  proof,  and  treated  to  repel  in¬ 
sects  and  rodents. 

It  is  my  understanding  from  talking 
to  people  who  know  more  about  it  than 
I  do  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as 
mildew-proof  twine.  We  h^ve  twine  in 
the  United  States  that  we  sell  which  has 
been  mildew-proofed.  Efforts  have  been 
made,  so  I  am  informed,  to  make  it 
mildew  proof,  as  much  as  it  is  possible 
to  make  it,  but  neither  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers,  nor  anyone  else,  actually  know 
any  process  that  will  guarantee  to  keep 
mildew  out  of  twine  if  it  is  held  for  any 
length  of  time. 

In  my  opinion  this  particular  language 
raises  a  technicality  that  might  well 
confuse  the  situation  and  lead  to  all 
sorts  of  time-consuming  disputes  and 
litigation. 


Then  I  call  attention  to  this  situation 
also:  Today  baler  twine  can  come  in 
from  any  source,  provided  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  15  percent  is  paid. 

Whether  it  is  mildew-proof,  whether 
It  is  treated  to  repel  rodents  and  insects, 
or  whether  it  is  240  or  290  feet  to  the 
pound,  such  restrictions  by  way  of  speci¬ 
fications  may  well  raise  technicalities 
that  will  actually  defeat  the  entire  pur¬ 
pose  which  we  have  in  mind  in  this  bill, 
namely,  placing  baler  twine  on  the  free 
list,  where  it  was  intended  to  be  and 
I  think  anyone  in  reading  paragraph 
1622  would  say  that  the  customs  officials 
erred  by  not  putting  it  there.  The  tech¬ 
nicalities  that  have  been  raised  in  say¬ 
ing  that  baler  twine  is  not  within  the 
definition  of  binder  twine  in  paragraph 
1622  have  appeared  to  me  at  once  fal¬ 
lacious  and  illogical.  I  know  that  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  opposed 
to  the  legislation,  but  I  would  much 
rather  see  the  bill  defeated  by  the  House 
than  to  see  the  House  adopt  amendments 
which  none  of  us  understand  fully  and 
which  might  actually  result  in  defeating 
the  purpose  of  the  bill. 

We  do  not  know  what  the  expression 
“240  feet  per  pound”  will  mean  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  baler  twine.  There  may  be 
changes  in  baling  machines  and  the 
weight  might  be  affected  in  such  a  way 
as  to  make  twine  satisfactory  for  use 
by  them  subject  to  duty.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  expression  “8  percent  of 
oil  by  weight”  would  raise  a  technicality 
or  not.  It  certainly  would  cause  com¬ 
plications  from  a  customs  point  of  view. 
I  understand  definitely,  however,  that 
when  you  put  in  the  words  “mildew 
proof”  they  mean  that  it  cannot  mildew. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  words  “mildew- 
proof”  mean;  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  “Mil¬ 
dew-proof,”  as  is  customary  in  much 
legislation,  is  a  phrase  used  in  the  trade ; 
it  is  the  thing  that  is  considered  by  the 
courts  in  that  sense;  it  means  just  what 
it  says  in  the  sense  of  a  trade  practice 
and  policy.  There  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  interpreting  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Let  me  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  a  question:  Does  the  phrase  “mil¬ 
dew-proof”  as  used  in  this  amendment 
mean  that  baler  twine  would  come  in 
without  mildew  on  it?  Or  that  it  will 
not  mildew  after  the  farmer  gets  it? 
What  does  it  mean?  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  If 
the  American  farmer  saw  mildew  on  it 
he  would  not  buy  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  right,  exactly, 
and  for  that  reason  I  cannot  see  why 
any  such  amendment  is  necessary.  The 


farmer  knows  his  twine.  We  can  leave 
it  up  to  him. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  If  he 
sees  something  that  has  been  treated  in 
the  way  the  trade  treats  it,  he  has  reason 
to  believe  that  it  has  been  mildew- 
proofed  and  he  would  buy  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  still  do  not  know  what 
it  means. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  It 
means  that  it  has  been  treated  as  is 
customary  in  the  trade,  that  everything 
has  been  done  to  proof  it  against  mildew. 

May  I  take  1  second  more  on  the  other 
point  of  the  240  feet  per  pound? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  If 
we  do  not  have  some  limitation  there, 
we  will  run  into  the  shipping  into  the 
country,  I  fear,  of  a  lot  of  so-called  baler 
twine  which  contains  a  great  many  more 
feet  to  the  pound  and  which  will  be  of 
less  strength  and  lower  quality,  and  the 
American  farmer  will  find  himself  of¬ 
fered  a  defective  and  inferior  product. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
pardon  the  interruption,  that  could  have 
happened  all  along  by  the  payment  of 
the  15-percent  ad  valorem  duty,  but  I 
do  not  know  of  any  complaint  that  has 
been  raised  by  farm  organizations  or 
farmers  who  have  been  so  mistreated 
by  the  importers  of  this  twine.  If  they 
have  not  been  in  the  past,  I  wonder  if 
there  is  as  much  possibility  as  my  friend 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Simpson],  fears 
of  that  situation  happening  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  if  it  is  on  the  free  list?  I  am  advised 
that  the  farm  organizations  have  had  a 
chance  to  know  somewhat  of  these 
amendments  and  they  fear  them;  they 
feel  that  the  purpose  of  the  legislation 
may  be  defeated  if  the  amendments  are 
adopted  and  that  they  are  not  necessary 
at  all.  I  urge  that  the  amendments  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
seems  clear  that  we  shall  be  unable  to 
finish  the  bill  within  any  reasonable  time 
today.  I  therefore  move  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consider¬ 
ation  the  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free 
importation  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay, 
straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding 
material,  had  come  to  no  resolution 
thereon. 

THE  NEED  FOR  EAGLE  GORGE  DAM 

(Mr.  TOLLEFSON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks .p.nd  include  a  letter.) 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr;  Speaker,  I 
sincerely  trust  that  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  on  tbp  Army  civil  func¬ 
tions  appropriation  bill  will  agree  to  re¬ 
tain  the  provision  of  the  Senate  bill 
which  provides  for  the  sum'nf  $50,000  to 
begin  cpnstruction  of  the  Eagle  Gorge 
Dam  in  the  State  of  Washington*.  This 
is  a  flood-control  project  which  is.  of 
considerable  importance  to  my  congres- 
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tais  been  canvassed  and  I  am  wrong,  but 
l\till  think  that  the  word  “which”  is 
better  than  the  word  “who.”  But  if  the 
gentleman  wants  it  that  way,  then  leave 
it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it.  \ 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Is  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommitin  order? 

The  SPEAKER.  Not  on  a  resolution 
from  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr;.  Speaker,  I  yield 
five  additional  minutes  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr,  Hoffman]. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  is 
very  evident  from  what  has  happened 
here  that  this  resolution  was  not  given 
adequate  consideration;  and  if  I  recall 
correctly,  inasmuch  as  the  Speaker  sug¬ 
gested  an  amendment,  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Lyle]  of  the  Rules 
Committee  who  has  charge  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  has  offered  an  amendment,  it  does 
seem  that  the  resolution  should  go  back 
to  the  Rules  Committee  and  there  be 
given  a  little  more  thought  and  consid¬ 
eration  and  then  promptly  as  perfected 
brought  back  and  adopted. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes;  I 
yield. 

Mr.  LYLE.  My  thought  was  that  we 
might  pass  this  resolution  as  it  has  been 
amended  and  that  the  gentleman  might 
offer  his  suggestions  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  so  that  the  entire  membership  of 
the  committee  might  consider  them.  I 
hesitate  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
yielding  for  amendments  to  which  I  have 
given  no  thought  and  to  which  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  has  given  no  thought.  I 
am  not  hostile  to  the  idea  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan,  but  I  think  in  the 
interest  of  better  procedure  he  might  lay 
his  suggestions  before  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  let  the  entire  membership  of 
the  committee  pass  on  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean  we  should  adopt  the 
resolution  now  pending  and  then  go  back 
before  the  Rules  Committee  with  a  per¬ 
fecting  resolution? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  do. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  To  me  it 
would  seem  that  the  better  procedure 
would  be  to  let  the  resolution-  go  back  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  for-further  con¬ 
sideration  and  then  let  them  bring  it  in 
again  at  any  time.  Apparently  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority  of  the  membership 
wants  an  amendment  to  the  present  rule. 
This  amendment  which  has  just  been 
adopted  striking  the  last  three  lines 
would  make  it  possible  to  deprive 
the  minority  of  representation  on  any 
standing  committee  or  subcommittee  of 
such  a  committee. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentlerafm  yield? 

IOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
gentleman  from  Indiana. 
HALLECK.  As  I  understand  it, 
are  two  principal  objectives  sought 


to  be  attained  here.  The  first  is  to  void 
the  effect  of  the  Supreme  Court  decision 
in  respect  to  a  quorum  and  to  make  it 
possible  for  committees  to  operate  when 
there  is  not  present  a  majority  of  the 
entire  membership.  The  second  objec¬ 
tive  is  to  try  to  give  some  assurances 
that  in  these  hearings  there  will  be  both 
majority  and  minority  Representatives 
present. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Let  me 
interrupt  right  there.  By  the  amend¬ 
ment  just  adopted,  lines  12,  13,  and  14 
have  been  stricken. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Because  of  the  ques¬ 
tion  that  I  raised,  and  I  think  very  prop¬ 
erly  so,  the  proviso  as  presently  worded 
might  become  an  effective  obstacle,  in 
fact  a  complete  obstacle,  to  carrying  on 
hearings  if  the  amendment  is  adopted. 
However,  as  the  amendment  was  adopt¬ 
ed,  then  out  the  window  went  anything 
that  would  undertake  to  require  that 
both  majority  and  minority  Members  be 
present.  I  am  not  so  sure  but  what  the 
suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  merits  consideration.  This  matter 
should  be  further  considered  by  the 
Rules  Committee.  We  want  to  correct 
the  situation  that  has  confronted  us,  but 
in  correcting  it  we  ought  to  do  it  in  a 
proper  way  and  in  such  manner  as  will 
accomplish  the  objectives  that  I  am  quite 
sure  we  all  want  to  accomplish. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  under  the  sit¬ 
uation  in  the  House  as  it  now  exists,  I 
propose  to  offer  a  motion  that  the  reso¬ 
lution  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules,  hoping  that  the  committee 
will  take  prompt  action  after  a  little 
more  consideration  and  after  some  of  us 
who  wish  a  change  have  been  heard  and 
then  report  back  promptly  to  the  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  agree  with  the 
position  taken  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan.  If  the  resolution  is  adopted 
as  it'  stands  now,  the  minority  will  have 
no  protection  whatsoever.  We  can  have 
one-man  hearings  which  I  do  not  think 
is  a  good  thing.  There  has  been  handed 
to  me  suggested  language  that  would 
read  as  follows  in  lines  12,  13,  and  14: 

Provided,  That  any  such  quorum  of  less 
than  a  majority  of  its  entire  membership 
shall  consist  of  not  less  than  one  Member  of 
the  majority  party  and  one  Member  of  the 
minority  party. 

That  would  protect  the  minority,  as  I 
see  it,  and  will  also  be  in  line  with  the 
purposes  of  the  resolution.  In  other 
words  you  have  membership  of  minority 
and  majority. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  resolution  may 
be  re-referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

[Roll  No.  173 j 


Abbitt 

Gavin 

Merrow 

Adair 

Gordon 

Miller,  Calif. 

Allen,  Calif, 

Gore 

Morano 

Allen,  La. 

Granahan 

Morgan  ■ 

Anderson,  Calif. Granger 

Morrison 

Andresen, 

Green 

Morton 

August  H. 

Gwinn 

Moulder 

Angell 

Hagen 

Multer 

Barrett 

Hall, 

Murphy 

Bates,  Ky. 

Leonard  W. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Bender 

Harden 

O'Konski 

Bentsen 

Hardy 

Ostertag 

Bishop 

Hart 

Passman 

Blackney 

Harvey 

Patman 

Boggs,  La. 

Havenner 

Philbin 

Boykin 

Hays,  Ohio 

Potter 

Breen 

Hubert 

Powell 

Brooks 

Hedrick 

Quinn 

Brown,  Ohio 

Heffernan 

Rabaut 

Brownson 

Heller 

Rains 

Buckley 

Herlong 

Reams 

Buffett 

Herter 

Redden 

Burton 

Hill 

Ribicoff 

Busbey 

Hillings 

Richards 

Butler 

Hinshaw 

Riley 

Camp 

Hoeven 

Rivers 

Canfield 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Carlyle 

Holifield 

Rooney 

Carnahan 

Holmes 

Roosevelt 

Case 

Howell 

Sadlak 

Celler 

Hunter 

St.  Georgs 

Chatham 

Irving 

Scott, 

Chudoff 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Hardie 

Clevenger 

James 

Secrest 

Colmer 

Javits 

Shafer 

Combs 

Johnson 

Sheehan 

Corbett 

Jonas 

Shelley 

Cotton 

Jones, 

Sikes 

Coudert 

Hamilton  C. 

Sittler 

Crawford 

Kearns 

Smith,  Wis. 

Crosser 

Kee 

Stefan 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Stlgler 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kennedy 

Stockman 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Keogh 

Tackett 

Dawson 

Kerr 

Talle 

Deane 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Taylor 

Dempsey 

KUburn 

Teague 

Denny 

Klein 

Thornberry 

Denton 

Lane 

Vail 

Dolllnger 

Latham 

Vorys 

Dolliver 

LeCompte 

Welchel 

Donohue 

Lesinskl 

Werdel 

Eaton 

Lind 

Wharton 

Ellsworth 

Lucas 

Wigglesworth 

Elston 

McCarthy 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Evins 

McCormack 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Fine 

McCulloch 

Withrow 

Fisher 

McGrath 

Wolcott 

Fogarty 

McKinnon 

Wood,  Ga. 

Frazier 

McMillan 

Wood,  Idaho 

Furcolo 

Mack,  Ill. 

Yates 

Gamble 

Gary 

Martin,  Iowa 
Meader 

Zablockl 

The  SPEAKER.  Two 

hundred  and 

forty-four  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with.  ^ 

FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER  TWINE 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  to 
amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide 
for  the  free  importation  of  twine  used 
for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
and  bedding  material. 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  1005,  with 
Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday  there  was  pending 
an  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Simpson], 
Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
read  the  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania:  Strike  out  of  H.  R.  1005  all 
matter  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  insert  the  following:  “That  after 
paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1S30  as  amended,  insert  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“‘1622  (a).  Baler  twine  manufactured 
from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila, 
istle,  or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn  or 
a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  single 
ply,  and  measuring  not  exceeding  240  feet 
to  the  pound,  containing  not  less  than  8 
percent  of  oil  by  weight,  mildew  proofed, 
treated  to  repel  insects  and  rodents  and 
chiefly  used  in  an  automatic  pick-up  baler 
in  the  baling  of  hay,  straw,  and  fodder’.” 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment,  as  I  announced  yesterday, 
and  as  seems  quite  obvious,  is  to  place 
in  the  law  a  definition  of  just  what 
baler  twine  is.  There  is  no  one  in  this 
room  who  can  tell  us  what  it  is  except 
by  the  general  practice  of  going  into  a 
store  and  buying  baler  twine  and  getting 
what  the  American  industry  or  the  pres¬ 
ent  competitive  industry  sells  to  us  as 
baler  twine.  If  one  goes  to  buy  binder 
twine  which  is  coming  into  this  country 
from  abroad,  he  buys  a  certain  quality 
and  a  certain  weight  and  strength;  but 
there  is  no  protection  for  the  American 
purchaser  in  buying  baler  twine.  So  I 
want  to  have  this  law  which  is  to  be 
written  today  include  a  definition  of  just 
what  is  baler  twine. 

The  definition  I  have  suggested,  which 
was  discussed  yesterday,  is  the  one  which 
presently  covers  the  qualities  of  all  the 
American-made  baler  twine. 

Yesterday  the  Speaker  raised  the 
question  that  perhaps  sometime  in  the 
future  it  might  be  possible  to  make  baler 
twine  lighter  and  stronger;  and,  con¬ 
sequently,  that  instead  of  there  being 
240  feet  to  the  pound  representing  the 
high  and  acceptable  quality  of  baler 
twine  needed,  perhaps  250  feet  would  not 
be  an  undue  length.  Possibly  he  was 
right,  and  later  I  propose  asking  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  care  of  that.  But 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  everyone  should 
want  to  protect  the  American  farmer 
who  goes  out  to  buy  his  baler  twine, 
protect  him  from  the  danger  of  being 
sold  a  twine  which  purports  to  be  baler 
twine  but  which  is  not. 

Secondly,  if  we  change  this  law  in 
accordance  with  the  bill  as  now  written 
anybody  can  ship  into  the  United  States 
a  twine  calling  it  baler  twine,  which  is 
not  baler  twine,  and  which  cannot  be 
used  as  baler  twine,  but  which  could  be 


used  as  wrapping  twine  in  industry  gen¬ 
erally  to  tie  packages.  That  would 
come  in  duty  free.  It  is  now  taxable. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  When  the  Speaker 
raised  that  question  yesterday,  I  want 
to  assure  the  gentleman,  as  I  saw  it  and 
as  I  understood  it,  the  Speaker  opposed 
any  footage  specification  whether  it  be 
240  or  250  or  any  other  number  of  feet 
per  pound.  I  think  the  Speaker  is  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  good  judgment  of 
the  farmers  about  the  kind  of  baler  twine 
he  wants  to  fit  his  particular  purposes. 
The  farmer  has  needed  no  protection  by 
way  of  specifications  up  until  now  on 
imported  baler  twine. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  It  is 
not  protected  today. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  It  is.  It  is  competi¬ 
tive,  and  that  is  sufficient  protection  for 
it.  It  has  insecticides  in  it,  it  has 
quality. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  If  we 
change  the  law,  there  will  be  no  limita¬ 
tion  whatever  to  what  one  may  ship  into 
the  country,  calling  it  baler  twine.  The 
American  farmer  can  buy  or  not,  as  he 
sees  fit.  I  say  there  should  be  written 
into  the  law  some  definition  as  to  what 
is  baler  twine  so  that  the  American  man¬ 
ufacturer  and  the  foreign  manufacturer 
will  be  in  competition. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  My  fear  is  if  we 
begin  to  specify  pounds,  feet,  and  things 
like  that.  This  twine  comes  to  the  cus¬ 
toms  collector  and  if  it  is  off  a  half -inch 
or  one-sixteenth  of  a  pound  the  customs 
collector  could  turn  it  down.  That  is 
exactly  what  I  fear  now  on  the  propo¬ 
sition  of  tying  this  thing  down  to  feet 
or  pounds  or  ounces  of  oil,  and  so  forth. 
I  fear  that  the  gentleman  is  going  to 
defeat  what  it  seems  a  majority  here 
wants  to  do  and  that  is  to  see  that  the 
American  farmer  will  not  be  left  an¬ 
other  year  like  he  was  this  year  with¬ 
out  a  sufficient  amount  of  twine.  I  have 
had  personal  experience  with  that  very 
matter  this  year,  and  hundreds  and  hun¬ 
dreds  of  other  farmers  have  had  the 
same  experience.  I  fear  if  you  tie  this 
thing  down  to  feet  and  pounds,  in  all 
probability  you  might  defeat  what  it  ap¬ 
pears  a  majority  of  the  membership  of 
the  House  wants  to  do  here  today. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  At 
the  moment  industry  in  the  United 
States  manufacturing  baler  twine  man¬ 
ufactures  it  out  of  acceptable  quality 
and  it  runs  approximately  225  feet  to 
the  pound.  Under  the  amendment  as 
it  stands  at  the  moment,  they  would  be 
allowed  to  make  a  product  called  baler 
twine  containing  240  feet  to  the  pound 
which  gives  a  very  large  latitude  over 
and  above  the  present  average  of  225. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  firmly  believe  there  should 
be  some  protection  for  the  American 
purchaser  in  buying  baler  twine  just  as 
there  is  today  for  the  farmer  buying 
binder  twine  which  comes  in  from 
abroad.  That  definition  has  been  laid 
down  by  the  courts.  A  definition  of  baler 
twine  will  be  laid  down  some  day  by 
our  courts,  but  in  the  meantime  I  can¬ 
not  hazard  a  guess  as  to  what  harm 
will  be  done  to  the  American  farmer 
through  misrepresentation. 

With  that  thought  in  mind,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  change 
the  amendment  now  pending  at  the  desk, 
to  have  it  read  “250  feet”  to  the  pound 
instead  of  240  feet,  and  to  add  after  the 
word  “rodents”  “and  to  resist  mildew,” 
then  continue  as  it  is  “and  chiefly  used 
in  an  automatic  pick-up  baler  in  the 
baling  of  hay,  straw,  fodder”  and  to  add 
“bedding  materials.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  read 
the  amendment  as  modified. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania:  Strike  out  of  H.  R.  1005  all 
matter  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  insert  the  following:  “That  after 
paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  amended,  insert  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“  T622  (a).  Baler  twine  manufactured 
from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila, 
istle,  or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn  or 
a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  single 
ply,  and  measuring  not  exceeding  250  feet  to 
the  pound,  containing  not  less  than  8  percent 
of  oil  by  weight,  treated  to  repel  insects  and 
rodents,  and  to  resist  mildew,  and  chiefly 
used  in  an  automatic  pick-up  baler  in  the 
baling  of  hay,  straw,  fodder,  and  bedding 
materials  for  animals’.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  want  to  ask 
first  whether  or  not  this  very  amendment 
did  not  originate  with  the  Cordage  Insti¬ 
tute? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I  ex¬ 
plained  yesterday  that  the  amendment 
as  introduced  then  did  originate  with 
industry;  whether  it  came  direct  from 
the  institute  or  not,  I  do  not  know.  I 
am  willing  to  say  it  did,  because  it  does 
exactly  what  the  people  who  make  the 
product  know  most  about. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  The  amendment  pres¬ 
ently  before  us  is  substantially  the  same 
as  the  one  introduced  yesterday  except 
for  the  footage,  and  that  amendment 
originated  with  the  Cordage  Institute, 
and  by  passing  it  we  will  circumvent  the 
purposes  of  this  bill.  I  stated  at  the 
time  that  this  is  one  bill  that  the  Cord¬ 
age  Institute  is  not  going  to  amend  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  The  gentleman 
will  admit  that  we  passed  on  these  very 
amendments  in  committee,  and  they 
were  voted  down. 
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Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
suggest  that  the  origin  of  a  quality 
amendment  should  not  be  the  determin¬ 
ing  factor,  whether  we  adopt  the  pro¬ 
viso  or  not.  After  all,  it  is  one  of  qual¬ 
ity. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  quality,  I  will  say  to  my  friend.  It  is 
a  matter  of  trying  to  create  embarrass¬ 
ment  at  the  port  of  entry.  Any  customs 
inspector  can  take  a  ball  of  this  twine 
out  of  any  bale  and  it  can  run  200  or  250 
or  any  other  number  of  feet  to  the  pound, 
and  if  it  exceeds  the  provision  or  in  any 
way  violates  it,  going  beyond  the  stipu¬ 
lation  by  inches,  he  can  reject  the  whole 
shipment  of  10  or  20  carloads,  and  this 
would  continue  to  occur  and  actually  dis¬ 
courage  the  foreign  importer  from  ship¬ 
ping  the  product  into  the  United  States, 
and  that  is  precisely  what  the  Cordage 
Institute  want  to  do  by  circumvention. 
They  know  they  cannot  do  it  in  this 
House  by  direct  action. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
gentleman  knows  me  well  enough  to 
know  that  I  am  not  trying  to  do  any¬ 
thing  that  is  improper  here  by  suggest¬ 
ing  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  am  not  charging 
that. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  All 
right. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  But  I  am  constrained 
to  object.  Let  us  have  it  out  on  the  bill 
as  introduced.  Ten  feet  will  not  make 
any  difference  whatsoever. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
gentleman  be  permitted  to  proceed  for 
two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  realize  that 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  is  a  very 
wise  amendment.  .  It  is  to  protect  the 
farmers  against  an  inferior  quality  of 
twine  coming  into  this  country. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
is  the  purpose. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  would  like 
to  point  out  to  the  gentleman,  when  he 
goes  to  his  office,  to  read  the  telegram 
sent  by  Mr.  Hogate.  Of  course,  there 
is  a  fine  propagandist  representing  these 
foreign  interests.  Whether  he  sent  it  or 
it  was  sent  under  his  inspiration,  I  do 
not  know,  but  it  has  gone  out  to  the 
Members  that  this  bill  must  not  be 
amended.  So,  of  course,  you  can  readily 
see  what  is  behind  this  proposal. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Yes. 
We  are  losing  sight  entirely  of  the  fact 
that  in  addition  to  baler  twine  much 
other  material  used  for  packaging  is  in¬ 
volved  in  this  bill.  Everything  that 
comes  from  abroad  now,  or  that  can 
come  in  the  future,  which  is  twine  and 
is  used  to  wrap  packages  will  come  in 
free  under  this  proposal  we  have  here. 
[They  call  it  binder  twine. 


Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  sure  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  will  agree  that  there 
is  no  provision  in  law  today  to  protect 
the  American  farmer  in  the  purchase  of 
twine  manufactured  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
only  protection  he  has  is  the  farmer’s 
own  good  judgment  and  sound  discre¬ 
tion.  The  gentleman  knows  that  the 
American  manufacturers  have  provided 
that  protection  through  our  great  Amer¬ 
ican  system  of  competition,  the  free- 
enterprise  system.  They  put  on  their 
packages,  “This  is  baler  twine,”  and  the 
American  farmer  knows  whatsit  is.  He 
will  not  know  what  it  is  when  it  is  done 
by  a  foreign  company  shipping  it  into 
this  country,  when  it  may  be  wrapping 
twine  or  anything.  They  can  get 
around  it  by  paying  the  duty  on  the 
binder  twine.  Of  course,  the  American 
farmer  is  protected  today  by  the  Amer¬ 
ican  manufacturer.  Under  this  pro¬ 
posal  he  will  have  no  protection  what¬ 
ever  from  the  inferior-made  baler  twine 
coming  out  of  Mexico. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  would  be  in 
a  position  to  protect  the  farmer  against 
the  American  product  but  not  against 
the  foreign  producer? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  right. 

Mr.  Chairman,  those  who  want  this 
bill  passed  I  should  think  would  want 
the  language  different  from  that  stated 
in  the  bill.  What  is  this  whole  bill 
about?  This  whole  bill  is  only  about 
four  lines  long.  Let  us  see  what  it  says. 
It  states  that  a  certain  paragraph  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words 
“binding  twine,”  a  few  words,  not  more 
than  about  15.  The  present  law  uses 
the  words  “binding  twine.”  The  pro¬ 
posed  law  provides  that  following  that 
these  words  shall  be  inserted,  “and  twine 
chiefly  used  for  baling  hay.”  That  is 
fairly  definitive  but  not  very  much  so. 
“Twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay.” 
One  man  might  want  twine  of  a  certain 
dimension  and  a  certain  weight,  and 
someone  else  might  want  something 
else. 

Let  us  take  the  next  words,  “baling 
hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder.”  But 
what  about  these  words,  “bedding  mate¬ 
rials”?  What  does  that  mean?  The 
word  “bedding”  means  a  bed.  It  means 
a  bed  upon  which  people  sleep.  Osten¬ 
sibly  this  meant  bedding  that  the  farmer 
uses,  but  it  does  not  say  so.  Why  have 
you  who  favor  this  legislation  taken  off 
on  the  fantastic  view  of  somebody  who 
is  supposed  to  be  a  lobbyist  or  somebody 
who  is  a  Detroit  farmer?  Why  do  not 
you  farmers  get  into  the  law  the  lan¬ 
guage  that  will  do  the  job?  This  lan¬ 
guage  will  not  do  the  job.  It  does  not 
mean  anything.  If  you  are  going  to 
pass  this  bill,  I  should  think  you  would 


want  language  in  it  that  makes  sense, 
anyhow. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  fact  is  that  the 
testimony  before  the  committee  shows, 
and  it  is  true  today,  that  the  farmers  of 
the  country  and  the  farm  organizations 
want  the  bill  just  as  it  was  reported  by 
the  committee,  and  they  are  opposed  to 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  At  no  time  in  the  dis¬ 
cussions  of  the  committee  was  this  lan¬ 
guage  gone  into  from  a  technical  stand¬ 
point.  The  point  is,  how  are  you  going 
to  control  those  who  have  the  responsi¬ 
bility  as  customs  officers  and  admit 
goods  into  this  country?  What  are  they 
going  to  say  about  bedding?  Someone 
will  say,  “I  want  this  kind,  I  am  going  to 
wrap  a  bed  of  some  kind.”  It  surely  does 
not  mean  that,  but  you  do  not  say  what 
it  does  mean.  You  are  just  blindly  going 
to  write  language  in  that  does  not  mean 
anything  specific  and  somebody  will  have 
to  explain. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  We  protect 
the  public  in  the  purchase  of  other 
things.  For  instance,  in  the  case  of  pot¬ 
tery,  the  country  of  origin  must  be 
stamped  on  the  pottery,  as  well  as  with 
other  goods.  But  here,  when  it  comes  to 
the  farmers,  no,  we  cannot  give  them 
any  protection,  but  something  has  to  be 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  foreign  pro¬ 
ducers. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  That  is  right.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Simpson!  has  gone  to  the 
trouble  of  getting  the  opinion  of  those 
who  make  these  products.  He  did  not 
ask  for  the  opinion  of  somebody  who 
does  not  know  anything  about  it.  I  say 
to  you,  that  those  of  you  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  in  this,  should  see  to  it  that  we  get 
an  opinion  from  downtown,  from  those 
who  import  and  control  the  importation 
of  these  products. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Doiighton J 
may  proceed  for  five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  it  is  well  for  us  to  keep  in  mind 
that  this  amendment  is  sponsored  by 
those  who  have  opposed  the  legislation  in 
committee,  and  all  the  way  through,  in 
the  interest  of  the  domestic  producers 
of  baler  twine.  Those  who  have  opposed 
the  legislation  all  the  way  through 
against  the  farmers  and  the  farm  organi¬ 
zations  now  show  a  great  deal  of  concern 
for  the  farmers.  You  all  know  that  it 
is  the  customary  rule  and  tactic  of  those 
who  oppose  legislation,  when  they  find 
they  cannot  defeat  the  legislation  on  its 
merits,  to  try  to  defeat  it  by  offering 
crippling  amendments,  which  will  make 
the  legislation  ineffective  and  not  carry 
out  the  purposes  for  which  the  legisla-<, 
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tion  is  introduced.  How  is  it  that  the 
farm  organizations  need  the  guardian¬ 
ship  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  this 
legislation? 

As  to  the  farm  organizations,  it  was 
said  just  a  moment  ago  that  their  posi¬ 
tion  is  fantastic.  This  bill  is  all  for 
agriculture.  This  bill  is  of  the  farmer, 
by  the  farmer,  for  the  farmer,  and  from 
the  farmer  and  the  farm  organizations. 
They  sponsored  this  legislation,  and  they 
are  standing  by  it,  as  it  is,  without 
amendments  and  without  modification. 
They  feel  that  this  amendment  should 
not  be  adopted.  I  will  read  a  telegram 
from  them,  which  is  dated  today,  stating 
their  position  so  that  those  of  you  who 
are  going  to  vote  for  this  amendment 
may  do  so  with  your  eyes  open  to  the 
fact  that  you  are  voting  against  the 
avowed,  expressed  will  and  judgment 
and  desire  of  the  farm  organizations. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  just  do 
not  follow  your  argument. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  do  not  expect  you 
to  because  I  suppose  you  are  opposed  to 
the  legislation. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That  is 
what  you  say.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  You  have  not  heard 
my  argument  yet.  How  can  you  tell 
whether  you  are  going  to  believe  it  or  not, 
and  are  going  to  be  for  the  legislation 
until  I  complete  my  argument? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Your  as¬ 
sumption  that  those  who  oppose  the  leg¬ 
islation  are  offering  these  amendments 
to  cripple  it  does  not  quite  follow.  For 
example,  suppose  a  doctor  prescribes 
that  I  take  so  much  whisky  each  day, 
but  I  cannot  take  it  without  a  little 
water — can  I  not  suggest  an  amendment 
to  his  prescription? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  would  want  to 
know  who  the  doctor  is  and  whether 
he  is  a  quack  doctor  or  a  trained  physi¬ 
cian.  That  is  what  I  would  want  to 
know.  Your  doctor  is  a  quack  doctor. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
doctor  seems  to  be  in  this  case  some  par¬ 
ticular  lobbyist. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  will  read  this 
telegram  which  is  directly  from  the  farm 
organizations : 

September  14,  1951. 
Hon.  Robert  L.  Doughton: 

Our  organizations — 

You  will  please  note  that  is  in  the 
plural — 

continue  to  oppose  any  amendment  to  H.  R. 
1005,  up  for  further  consideration  Friday. 

What  follows  refers  to  the  Simpson 
amendment. 

Proposed  specifications  amendment,  falsely 
labeled  as  protection  against  inferior  twines, 
endanger  basic  objectives  of  this  bill.  Ex¬ 
perience  has  shown  such  specifications  for 
binder  twine,  on  the  free  list,  unnecessary. 
Any  amendments  providing  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  duty  would  not  permanently 
rectify  short  supply  and  high  prices  which 
are  of  primary  concern  to  farmers. 

Of  course,  that  is  the  purpose  of  it,  to 
destroy,  kill,  and  defeat  the  basic  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  bill.  That  is  what  the  farm 
organizations  say.  That  is  not  what  Bob 
Doughton,  chairman  of  the  Committee 


on  Ways  and  Means  is  saying.  These 
farm  organizations  say  that  the  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  defeat  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  this  bill.  Now,  that  should 
carry  some  weight,  notwithstanding  the 
suggested  guardianship  of  someone  who 
has  been  opposing  this  legislation  all  the 
way.  This  amendment  did  not  originate 
in  the  fertile  brain  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  at  all.  It 
originated  in  the  New  York  office  of  Mr. 
Roos,  who  apepared  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  for  the  Cordage  Institute,  or  someone 
representing  his  views.  That  is  where  it 
had  its  birth.  These  fears  are  not  en¬ 
tertained  by  those  who  are  in  favor  of  the 
legislation.  It  is  those  who  are  opposed 
to  the  legislation  who  entertain  these 
fears  and  objections.  That  is  where  the 
amendment  comes  from. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  In  a  moment  I  will 
yield. 

This  telegram  refers  to  a  subsequent 
amendment  which  will  be  offered,  and 
states : 

Any  amendment  providing  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  duty  would  not  permanently 
rectify  short  supply  and  high  prices. 

Of  course,  we  all  know  if  a  termina¬ 
tion  date  is  inserted,  making  this  only 
temporary  legislation,  the  foreign  manu¬ 
facturers  would  not  change  their  facil¬ 
ities.  They  would  not  increase  their 
productive  capacity.  They  would  not 
encourage  their  manufacturers  to  pro¬ 
duce.  So  that  is  just  another  amend¬ 
ment  intended  by  those  who  are  opposed 
to  the  legislation  to  defeat  the  purposes 
of  the  legislation.  These  farm  organ¬ 
izations  are  opposed  to  both  amend¬ 
ments,  to  the  Simpson  amendment  and 
to  the  amendment  which  would  set  a 
termination  date  on  this  bill. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  You  say 
the  Simpson  amendment  originated  in 
the  office  of  the  manufacturers  in  New 
York? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Or  someone  with 
similar  interests. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  If  it  did,  I 
do  not  know  one  way  or  the  other.  I 
know  that  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Simpson]  is  a  friend  of  the 
farmers,  as  the  rest  of  us  are.  I  am  just 
as  much  of  a  farmer  as  you  are.  I  own 
a  farm  and  I  know  something  about  it. 
I  know  something  about  the  farm  organ¬ 
izations  in  my  district.  But  I  ask  you, 
Where  did  that  telegram  originate?  It 
originated  with  the  Canadian  lobbyists. 
That  is  where  it  originated,  and  went  out 
of  here  just  last  night. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Does  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  distinguished  minor¬ 
ity  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  rate  the  farm  organizations 
as  lobbyists?  My  friend,  the  prosperity 
of  this  country  depends  in  large  measure 
on  the  prosperity  of  the  farmer. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  did  not 
charge  those  organizations  with  being 
lobbyists,  but  you  know  just  as  well  as 
I  do  that  this  man  Hogate,  who  is 
getting  a  thousand  dollars  a  month  to 
put  this  over  for  a  mill  in  Ontario,  Can¬ 


ada,  originated  this  telegram.  You 
know  that.  You  know  he  is  responsible 
for  that  telegram. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  How  much  do  you 
suppose  this  man  Roos,  who  appeared 
before  our  committee  against  this  legis¬ 
lation,  is  getting?  He  went  so  far  as  to 
say  that  binder  twine,  which  is  now  ad¬ 
mitted  free,  should  have  an  import  duty 
of  25  percent,  and  that  the  tariff  on  baler 
twine  should  be  not  15  percent,  but  25 
percent.  How  much  do  you  suppose  he 
is  getting  as  a  lobbyist?  If  my  friend 
wants  to  belabor  the  four  great  farm 
organizations  of  this  country,  that  is  for 
him  to  decide. 

Every  national  farm  organization 
which  studies  the  problem  of  the  farmer 
and  knows  the  interest  of  the  farmer  and 
has  at  heart  the  welfare  of  the  farmer, 
every  one  of  them  to  a  man,  is  opposed 
to  these  amendments  because  they  know 
that  they  are  not  intended  to  help  the 
farmer;  these  amendments  are  intended 
to  help  the  domestic  producers  of  baler 
twine.  The  farm  organizations  know 
that  it  is  against  their  interest.  That  is 
the  reason  that,  at  this  late  hour,  after 
having  read  this  amendment,  and  an¬ 
alyzing  it,  they  are  so  earnestly  and  so 
actively  opposed  to  it. 

This  amendment  proposes  an  entirely 
different  bill,  for  it  strikes  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  inserts  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  proposition  for  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  purpose.  I  do  not  accuse 
my  good  friend  of  improper  motives;  I 
do  not  pass  upon  the  conscience  or  mo¬ 
tives  of  any  man,  but  I  do  question  his 
judgment  on  what  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  American  farmer ;  I  do  question  that. 
And  when  he  sets  himself  up  as  the 
guardian  of  the  farmer  and  farm  organi¬ 
zations  against  their  will,  I  think  he  as¬ 
sumes  a  great  deal  of  authority. 

In  summary,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  should  be  defeated  for 
the  following  reasons : 

A.  The  farmer  has  been  able  to  de¬ 
termine  for  himself  the  suitability  of 
binder  twine  over  the  years.  Except  for 
an  outside  limitation  respecting  the 
number  of  feet  per  pound  for  the  free 
importation  of  binding  twine,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  the 
existing  law,  setting  forth  elaborate 
specifications  for  the  protection  of  the 
American  farmer  and  he  seems  to  have 
fared  pretty  well.  I  might  point  out 
that  neither  has  there  been  any  law 
passed  by  Congress  which  would  require 
domestic  manufacturers  to  furnish  the 
farmer  with  binding  twine  of  a  particu¬ 
lar  grade.  The  farmer  knows  what  he 
needs  and  if  a  product  is  not  any  good 
it  will  not  take  him  long  to  find  it  out, 
and  that  product  will  soon  vanish  from 
the  market. 

B.  Baler  twine  has  been  coming  into 
the  United  States  after  payment  of  the 
existing  tariff  of  15  percent  and  the 
farmer  has  needed  no  elaborate  specifi¬ 
cations  to  protect  him  against  inferior 
quality.  A  farmer  today  can  buy  im¬ 
ported  twine  by  paying  the  penalty  of 
the  15-percent  duty.  Nobody  protects 
him  now  by  saying  that  he  must  not  buy 
twine  that  measures  a  certain  footage 
per  pound  or  that  the  twine  must  con¬ 
tain  a  percentage  of  oil  content  or  that 
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it  must  be  indigestible  to  grasshoppers, 
rats,  and  other  pests,  or  that  it  shall  be 
able  to  withstand  moisure  without 
rotting.  Why  then,  with  the  removal 
of  the  15-percent  penalty,  should  we 
impose  these  limitations  upon  the  far¬ 
mer?  Actually  the  amendment  is  an  in¬ 
sult  to  the  intelligence  of  the  farmer. 
It  assumes  that  he  cannot  judge  for 
himself  and  cannot  rely  upon  his  sup¬ 
pliers  to  furnish  him  the  proper  quality 
of  baler  twine  that  he  requires. 

C.  The  best  insurance  that  inferior 
quality  baler  twine  will  not  be  offered 
to  the  American  farmer,  either  by  do¬ 
mestic  or  foreign  producers,  is  to  in¬ 
crease  the  supply  so  that  he  does  not 
have  to  resort  to  poor  quality  merchan¬ 
dise. 

Both  opponents  and  proponents  of 
this  bill  seem  to  concede  that  repeal  of 
the  15-percent  tariff  will  increase  the 
supply  of  baler  twine  available  to  the 
American  farmer.  The  proponents  of 
the  legislation — the  four  national  farm 
organizations — testified  unequivocally 
that  enactment  of  the  bill  would  increase 
the  supply  of  baler  twine  available  in 
this  country. 

There  would  appear  to  be  little  rea¬ 
son  for  the  opponents  to  fear  such  dis¬ 
astrous  consequences  as  they  seem  to 
foresee  for  domestic  manufacturers  un¬ 
less  the  bill  were  to  result  in  increased 
competition  from  abroad.  Now,  as  I 
see  it,  the  best  way  to  protect  the  farm¬ 
er  from  being  forced  to  buy  low-grade 
baler  twine  is  to  furnish  him  with  an 
adequate  supply  of  the  kind  of  twine 
that  he  needs  on  the  farm  and  it  is  not 
up  to  the  Congress  nor  anybody  else  to 
try  to  tell  him  what  he  needs. 

D.  The  specifications  listed  in  the 
amendment  might  be  administered  in 
such  a  way  as  to  exclude  baler  twine 
that  would  be  quite  satisfactory  and 
necessary  for  the  harvesting  of  United 
States  crops. 

For  example,  the  bill  would  preclude 
the  entry  of  baler  twine  that  is  not 
“mildew-proofed.”  As  I  understand, 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  “mildew-proof¬ 
ing.”  Domestic  manufacturers  have 
given  the  farmer  a  lot  of  sales  talk  about 
mildew-resistant  baler  twine  but  any¬ 
body  knows  that  if  a  bale  of  hay  gets  wet 
enough  to  rot  the  baler  twine,  then  the 
hay  itself  is  going  to  be  just  as  rotten, 
if  not  more  so.  And  the  same  argu¬ 
ments  could  be  made  against  the  other 
specifications  which  it  is  sought  to  write 
into  the  bill  to  place  into  the  hands  of 
some  customs  official  to  administer. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  four  national  farm 
organizations  are  in  favor  of  this  bill 
without  amendment.  The  friends  of  the 
farmer  will  surely  not  seek  to  impose 
upon  him  restrictions  which  he  thinks 
are  unnecessary,  especially  when  they 
are  advocated  by  the  opponents  of  the 
legislation  which  the  farmer  has  re¬ 
quested. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  de¬ 
bated  this  question  about  an  hour  yes¬ 
terday  and  have  debated  it  something 
like  half  an  hour  today.  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  not  to  exceed  5  minutes. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  ^ 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
object. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  substitute  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Substitute  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Byrnes  of  Wisconsin:  Strike  out  all  matter 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  in  lieu  thereof 
insert  the  following:  “That  after  paragraph 
1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  as  amended,  insert  the  following 
new  paragraph: 

‘*‘1622  (a).  Baler  twine  manufactured 

from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila, 
istle,  or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn 
or  a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them, 
single  ply,  and  measuring  not  exceeding  250 
feet  to  the  pound,  containing  not  less  than 
8  percent  of  oil  by  weight,  treated  to  repel 
insects  and  rodents  and  to  resist  mildew, 
and  chiefly  used  in  any  auomatic  pick-up 
baler  in  the  baling  of  hay,  straw,  fodder,  and 
bedding  materials  for  animals’.” 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  this  substitute  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  an  opportunity  to  perfect 
the  amendment  he  offered  on  yesterday. 
He  attempted  to  make  these  changes  in 
the  amendment  by  unanimous  consent 
but  this  was  objected  to  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan.  I  was  rather  sur¬ 
prised  that  he  would  object  to  an  effort 
to  change  the  amendment  in  order  to 
meet  the  objections  of  those  who  are 
fearful  that  the  amendment  might  alter 
the  purpose  of  the  bill. 

I  think  some  confusion  has  arisen  as 
a  result  of  the  attempt  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  define  baler  twine.  Because  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  expressed  some 
concern  over  the  use  of  a  poundage  and 
length  limitation  in  the  definition,  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  law 
today  binder  twine  is  defined  by  weight 
and  length.  For  the  purpose  of  the 
Record  permit  me  to  read  section  1622 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  which  defines 
binder  twine: 

All  binding  twines  manufactured  from 
New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  Manila,  Istle, 
or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn  or  a 
mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  single- 
ply  and  not  exceeding  750  feet  to  the  pound. 

That  is  the  law  today.  That  is  the 
definition  Congress  wrote  into  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1830  to  define  binder  twine. 

What  are  we  doing  today?  We  are 
adding  a  new  class  to  the  group  of  twines 
that  can  be  admitted  into  the  country 
duty-free,  twines  that  are  used  for  the 
purpose  of  binding  bales.  We  refer  to 
it  as  baler  twine.  Yet  the  bill  proposes 
no  definition  or  standards  for  this  new 
twine. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  know  the  gentle¬ 
man  wants  to  be  entirely  fair  to  the 
Members  of  the  House.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  does  not  apply  to  binder 
twine  as  such. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  You  have 
no  definition  of  baler  twine.  That-is  the 
point  I  am  trying  to  make. 


Mr.  DINGELL.  It  applies  to  all  bind¬ 
ing  twine  and  that  footage  requirement 
is  all  right  because  it  gets  down  to  the 
point  where  it  controls  the  business. 
You  do  not  need  that  as  it  applies  to 
baler  twine  because  baler  twine  will  be 
somewhere  around  the  length  of  750 
feet. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  The 
gentleman  can  get  some  time  of  his  own. 
The  reason  you  are  getting  into  trouble, 
I  am  pointing  out,  is  that  you  are  allow¬ 
ing  a  heavy  weight  cordage  to  come  in 
when  you  allow  baler  twine  to  come  in 
and  you  are  going  to  run  into  a  severe 
problem  of  distinguishing  between  what 
baler  twine  is  and  other  cords  or  cord¬ 
ages  of  heavy  weight.  It  is  for  that  rea¬ 
son  that  it  is  believed  by  some  of  us  that 
you  will  avoid  controversy  in  the  courts 
and  before  the  Customs  Bureau  if  we 
here  write  a  definition  into  the  law.  Mi’. 
Chairman,  I  disagree  with  those  who 
say  that  we  who  believe  there  should 
be  some  definition  are  trying  to  scuttle 
the  bill.  Whether  this  amendment  is 
adopted  or  not  I  shall  support  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  May  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if,  under  the  present  law,  there 
are  any  specifications  saying  anything 
about  ratproof,  moleproof,  foolproof, 
and  gooseproof,  and  so  many  ounces  of 
grease  to  the  pound?  It  would  take  a 
chemist  at  the  port  of  entry  to  tell 
whether  this  met  the  specifications  or 
not  if  that  were  included. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin,  i  do  not 
think  so,  because  the  amendment  does 
not  call  for  a  strict  chemical  formula. 
Binder  twine  does  not  require  this  spe¬ 
cial  treatment.  A  baler  twine,  however, 
requires  an  entirely  different  sort  of 
treatment,  and  this  is  the  general  meth¬ 
od  of  preparing  and  manufacturing 
baler  twine.  That  is  the  only  reason  why 
it  is  included  in  the  definition.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  you  could  probably 
leave  out  some  of  the  requirements  con¬ 
tained  in  this  amendment.  My  only 
point  in  introducing  the  substitute  was 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  objected  to  the  attempt 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to 
improve  his  amendment  in  order  to  take 
care  of  one  of  the  objections  raised  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray¬ 
burn], 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  It  is  a  fact  that  a 
considerable  amount,  but  not  an  ade¬ 
quate  amount,  of  baler  twine  has  been 
admitted  under  the  15-percent  duty,  yet 
there  has  not  been  any  complaint  what¬ 
ever  from  the  farmers  that  they  were  re¬ 
ceiving  an  inferior  quality. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  not 
too  positive  this  is  going  to  be  of  any 
great  importance  in  assuring  quality.  I 
think  the  farmers  are  smart  enough  to 
protect  themselves,  if  you  have  a  com¬ 
petitive  market  and  a  reasonably  ade¬ 
quate  supply.  But  if  there  is  a  shortage, 
they  will  not  be  able  to  do  so;  then  they 
will  have  an  inferior  product  forced 
upon  them,  and  they  will  have  to  take 
what  they  get.  I  do  worry  about  that. 
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Under  such  a  situation  this  amendment 
would  be  helpful. 

Hr.  DOUGHTON.  The  farmers  will 
scon  find  that  out,  and  they  will  not 
purchase  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

(Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  substitute. 

Mr.  Chairman,  yesterday  I  made  clear 
my  position  that  I  am  not  a  farmer  and 
that  points  up,  of  course,  the  unfortu¬ 
nate  situation  that  no  one  else  of  the 
friends  of  the  farmer  had  risen  to  try 
and  provide  an  essential  for  his  busi¬ 
ness;  so  I,  a  city-bred  chap,  had  to  do  it. 
I  think  the  less  said  about  that  by  the 
opposition  the  better  because  I  have  al¬ 
ready  made  that  admission  yesterday. 

I  also  said  in  my  remarks  yesterday 
that  in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  Congress 
intended  to  cover  three  types  of  cordage 
twine. 

First.  Cordage  or  rope. 

Second.  Wrapping  and  tying  twine 
used  for  boxes,  packages  and  bundles. 

Third.  Agricultural  binding  twine. 

Now,  what  we  are  concerned  with 
here  is  binding  twine.  I  do  not  know 
what  purpose  this  might  serve  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  everything  after  the  enacting 
clause,  but  I  again  caution  the  friends 
of  the  farmers  that  you  are  striking  out 
a  farmers’  bill  and  not  mine.  I  told  you 
yesterday,  do  not  vote  for  this  bill  be¬ 
cause  Mrs.  Dingell’s  boy,  Johnny,  intro¬ 
duced  it.  Vote  for  it  because  the  farm¬ 
ers  want  you  to  vote  for  it.  Forget  about 
the  part  I  played  in  its  introduction. 

Incidentally,  I  might  say  that  when, 
you  talk  about  Mr.  Hogate  and  Mr.  Roos 
and  as  to  their  rate  of  compensation,  I 
think  you  can  safely  say  that  Mr.  Roos 
has  by  far  the  greatest  stake  in  this  and 
he  has  done  so  well  in  protecting  the 
selfish  interests  of  the  Cordage  Institute 
against  all  attempts  to  rectify  the  in¬ 
equity  which  the  farmer  has  suffered 
over  the  years. 

I  am  naturally  opposed  to  this  sub¬ 
stitute  because  I  am  not  convinced  what 
it  is  going  to  do,  but  I  am  pretty  certain 
that  substitution  will  not  do  the  bill  any 
good;  that  its  result  will  be  to  circum¬ 
vent  the  intent  and  purposes  of  the  bill. 
Gf  course,  I  will  take  no  chance  on  that, 
so  the  question  is  now  as  to  whether  you 
will  take  the  bill  as  is,  as  the  farmers 
want  it,  or  not.  Take  it  or  leave  it  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  will  make  no 
difference  with  me.  My  window-box 
farmers  will  not  take  it  out  on  me,  but 
I  want  to  warn  you  to  harken  back  to 
a  previous  action  taken  in  this  House 
on  grain  storage,  that  the  farmer,  in 
the  final  analysis,  did  breathe  down  the 
necks  of  those  who  threw  him  down, 
and  he  will  do  it  again  about  this  baler 
twine,  and  do  not  make  any  mistake 
about  that.  The  farmer  wants  this;  the 
farmer  needs  it;  the  farmer’s  good  judg¬ 
ment  will  protect  him  as  to  quality.  You 
do  not  have  to  tell  him  how  much  oil 
there  is  to  be  in  it;  you  do  not  have  to 
tell  him  how  thick  it  has  to  be.  What 
do  we  care  whether  the  farmer  wants 
a  heavier  or  lighter  baler  twine?  After 


all,  the  farmer  is  going  to  try  to  get  a 
baler  twine  that  is  only  as  thick  and  as 
strong  as  possible  so  that  he  can  get 
the  greatest  number  of  bales  per  ball 
of  twine  used,  and  that  is  all  they  are 
all  striving  for,  and  always  have.  In¬ 
cidentally,  when  they  do  strive  for  that, 
that  is  where  competition  comes  in,  but 
it  does  not  come  in  under  our  present 
system.  Remember  when  I  spoke  of 
monopoly?  I  want  to  call  this  to  your 
attention,  that  out  of  the  five  or  six  or 
eight  concerns  who  manufacture  baler 
twine,  80  percent  of  the  manufacture  is 
in  the  hands  of  two  producers.  If  that 
is  not  monopoly,  there  just  is  not  any 
monopoly  anywhere  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  said  that  the  farmer  is  able  to 
protect  himself  very  well. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  He  cer¬ 
tainly  knows  whether  he  is  getting 
quality  or  not.  But,  does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  believe  that  when  you  have  a 
very  tight  supply,  as  you  had  this  year, 
that  the  farmer  is  up  against  it  to  pro¬ 
tect  himself  against  inferior  products, 
because  he  has  to  take  what  he  can  get? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Y:  •;  but  he  would  be 
protected  if  you  eliminate  this  handi¬ 
cap  now.  The  shortage  will  not  be  as 
keen  as  it  is  and  the  farmer  will  have 
a  chance  at  selection  and  choice,  and 
when  he  knows  that  a  certain  twine  that 
he  bought  last  year  is  inferior,  whether 
it  is  domestic  or  imported,  he  wall  not 
get  burned  on  it  twice,  I  will  assure  the 
gentleman  of  that. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  WerdelL 

Mr.  WERDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  through  the  whole  debate  and  I 
believe  that  I  have  now  made  up  my 
mind  as  to  what  I  want  to  do  in  regard 
to  the  pending  bill. 

I  was  raised  by  two  Democrat  parents. 
I  registered  in  the  opposition  party  be¬ 
cause  I  disagreed  with  the  majority 
party’s  socialistic  philosophies  and 
deception. 

The  Republican  Party  has  long  been 
known  as  the  friend  of  the  farmer. 
That  reputation  preceded  the  enactment 
of  income  taxes  with  its  capital  gains 
features.  It  is  because  I  want  to  aid  the 
farmer  and  because  I  know  the  Republi¬ 
can  Party  is  the  only  possible  organized 
political  friend  of  the  farmer  that  I  have 
had  difficulty  following  some  arguments 
that  have  been  presented. 

The  debate  establishes  certain  facts 
that  all  of  us  must  agree  upon:  First, 
that  when  there  was  a  shortage  of  the 
cordage  in  question,  our  farmers  did  re¬ 
ceive  all  of  the  available  supply  from 
foreign  countries.  It  can  be  argued  that 


it  was  high-priced  because  of  the  tariff 
that  now  exists.  However,  it  is  a  fact 
that  it  sold  at  no  higher  price  than  do¬ 
mestic  cordage.  Second,  that  whatever 
action  we  take  today  will  not  result  in 
any  larger  supply  of  cordage  unless  more 
is  produced  at  home  or  abroad. 

It  is  a  fact  that  there  is  no  duty  on 
the  raw  materials  from  which  baler 
twine  is  made.  It  is  a  fact  that  our  do¬ 
mestic  producers  could  easily  supply  the 
domestic  demand  if  they  had  the  raw 
materials.  The  hearings  demonstrate 
that  domestic  manufacturers  could  pro¬ 
duce  a  surplus  of  the  cordage  if  they 
brought  more  of  the  raw  materials  from 
foreign  countries.  It  is  a  fact  that  most 
of  the  required  raw  materials  that  are 
needed  are  raised  in  Mexico.  It  is  a  fact 
that  the  foreign  business  concern  that 
is  trying  to  obtain  the  American  market 
is  a  Canadian  corporation.  It  is  a  fact 
that  there  are  no  capital-gains  taxes  in 
Canada,  if  American  money  wants  to 
go  there,  buy  stock  in  those  corpora¬ 
tions,  and  leave  their  capital  gains  in 
Canadian  corporations.  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  cordage  made  available  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  this  country  is  sold  through  cer¬ 
tain  agencies  and  if  those  agencies  get 
an  additional  supply,  either  from  for¬ 
eign  fields  or  at  home,  it  will  go  through 
those  same  agencies.  It  is  a  fact  that 
under  such  circumstances,  there  will  not 
be  a  cheaper  price  to  the  farmer.  It  is 
a  fact  that  the  administration  seeking 
to  aid  the  Canadian  corporation  does 
not  seek  a  price  ceiling  under  existing 
law  on  baler  twine.  It  is  a  fact  that  if 
American  money  controlling  American 
markets  and  sales  agencies  produce  baler 
twine  in  Canada,  they  will  have  to  go  to 
the  White  House  to  get  an  import  license. 
It  is  a  fact  that  unless  the  pending 
amendment  is  adopted,  new  and  addi¬ 
tional  powers  will  be  placed  on  the  steps 
of  the  White  House. 

Let  us  look  at  this  subject  realistically. 
After  all,  if  we  are  going  to  tell  American 
money  to  get  out  of  the  United  States, 
use  cheap  labor  and  bring  their  products 
back  to  the  American  market,  tax  free, 
and  thereby  throw  American  working¬ 
men  out  of  work,  let  us  be  bold  about  it. 
I  cannot  help  but  feel  that  this  admin¬ 
istration  has  traveled  about  as  far  as  it 
can  travel  under  the  demagogic  guise  of 
being  a  friend  of  the  farmer  or  any  other 
hard-working  American. 

I  say  to  you  gentlemen  on  my  right 
that  your  chickens  are  coming  home  to 
roost.  The  day  is  not  far  off  when  every 
workingman  in  America  will  condemn 
every  recent  act  you  have  done  to  disable 
American  industry.  You  should  be  con¬ 
demned  for  what  you  have  done  to  put 
wage  differentials  of  several  hundred 
dollars  on  a  workingman’s  automobile, 
children’s  shoes,  ice  boxes,  refrigerators, 
clothing,  yes,  and  milk,  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  other  consumers  of  the  country, 
90  percent  of  whom  are  other  working¬ 
men  and  farmers.  I  say  you  should  be 
condemned  because  this  price  is  too  high 
for  votes. 

The  way  the  pending  bill  has  been 
handled  by  the  administration,  includ¬ 
ing  the  use  of  language  yapping  about 
Republicans  representing  vested  inter¬ 
ests,  considered  with  the  facts  I  have 
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mentioned,  should  convince  any  Ameri¬ 
can  that  those  in  any  political  party  who 
support  this  administration’s  political 
bribery  programs  have  been  in  office  too 
long. 

It  is  interesting  to  see  how  much  vigor 
is  shown  in  baler  twine  requiring  a  White 
House  import  license. 

Opposition  to  this  bill  means  support 
for  America  and  its  institutions.  A  vote 
for  this  bill  is  a  vote  for  special  interests. 

Assume,  if  you  will,  that  you  are  the 
domestic  producer  of  baler  twine.  You 
know  that  the  market  can  be  supplied 
by  the  mere  acquisition  of  raw  ma¬ 
terials  available  from  foreign  countries, 
tax-free.  You  can  supply  the  demand 
by  running  existing  machines  a  few 
hours.  Certainly  you  would  make  no 
large  capital  investments  to  supply  a 
temporary  demand  if  all  tariff  protection 
were  removed.  If  it  is  true  that  Ameri¬ 
can  corporations  operate  by  a  balance 
sheet  nervous  system,  then  it  is  also 
true  that  they  will  operate  under  the 
guise  of  foreign  corporations.  They  will 
desire  to  create  assets  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  my  manufacturing  goods  for  our 
American  markets  and  keep  those  assets 
free  of  any  threat  of  taxation  by  the  po¬ 
litical  demagogs  of  this  country.  A 
balance-sheet  nervous  system  will  not 
hesitate  to  buy  fur  coats  and  pay  hotel 
bills  if  it  gets  something  in  return. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  but 
what  the  farmers  of  this  country  and 
their  organizations  have  again  been  de¬ 
ceived.  The  leaders  of  farm  organiza¬ 
tions  have  been  induced  to  wire  Repre¬ 
sentatives  from  agricultural  districts 
that  they  should  support  special  in¬ 
terests. 

I  am  once  again  happy  to  be  registered 
in  the  opposition  party  because  I  know 
who  actually  does  support  special  in¬ 
terests  against  the  interests  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  farmer  and  the  American  working¬ 
man. 

If  we  look  at  this  subject  reasonably, 
we  will  support  the  pending  amendment 
or  oppose  the  bill.  The  final  passage  of 
this  bill  will  provide  no  additional  baler 
twine.  It  will  not  reduce  the  price  to  the 
farmer.  It  will  permit  American  money 
and  companies  to  operate  in  foreign 
countries  with  cheap  foreign  labor,  put 
our  workingmen  out  of  work,  and  give 
them  the  American  market  already  or¬ 
ganized  for  sales  purposes  by  the  same 
American  companies. 

What  the  price  will  be  on  the  balance 
sheet  will  probably  never  be  known,  but 
the  value  received  by  such  companies  will 
be  the  sale  of  the  same  or  inferior  com¬ 
modities  at  the  same  price,  at  lower  labor 
costs,  and  the  avoidance  of  the  income- 
tax  laws  of  the  United  States  and  the 
accumulation  of  capital  gains  in  Canada. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  represent  many  farm¬ 
ers.  I  know  that  the  farmer  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  for  our  industry  and  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  purchasing  power  of  the  American 
consumer,  90  percent  of  whom  are  work¬ 
ingmen.  He  is  for  all  of  this  because  he 
realizes  it  benefits  himself  and  his 
family. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Nicholson]. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  join  in  the  remarks  of  the  gen¬ 


tleman  from  California  who  has  just 
addressed  the  Committee.  There  is  a 
great  deal  more  to  this  proposition  than 
baler  twine,  binder  twine,  or  any  other 
kind  of  twine.  It  is  a  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  man  who  works  for 
a  living  in  this  country  is  going  to  be 
taken  care  of  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  or  if  the  Congress  is  going 
to  take  care  of  some  foreigner.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
saying  something  about  the  man  who 
lives  in  my  own  district  because  he  has 
a  right  to  be  vice  president  of  the 
Plymouth  Cordage  Co.,  and  he  has  the 
right  to  tell  me  why  we  ought  not  to 
pass  this  bill — and  he  is  so  right  about 
it.  History  has  proven  that  you  have 
to  protect  American  industry  and  Amer¬ 
ican  labor  whether  he  is  a  farmer,  a 
bricklayer,  or  a  worker  in  a  steel  mill  or 
in  any  other  employment;  you  have  to 
look  out  for  him  and  not  try  to  look 
out  for  somebody  who  lives  in  a  foreign 
country  which  exists  on  starvation 
wages. 

When  this  bill  came  up,  I  thought  it 
was  a  proposition  having  to  do  with  rais¬ 
ing  money,  and  getting  more  money  for 
the  country,  which  is  something  that  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  do.  However,  it  has  turned  into 
an  agricultural  bill.  You  are  asking  us 
to  vote  for  this  bill  because  it  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  help  the  poor  farmer.  Well,  I 
have  many  farmers  in  my  district.  We 
raise  more  cranberries  in  the  district  I 
represent,  and  in  the  town  I  live  in,  than 
the  rest  of  the  world.  We  raise  straw¬ 
berries  and  potatoes  and  everything 
else. 

The  farm  population  in  my  State  is 
way  ahead  of  the  industrial  population 
of  the  State.  I  understood  there  was  a 
shortage  of  twine  this  year.  Yet  statis¬ 
tics  show  that  they  produced  17,000,000 
more  pounds  of  twine  than  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  estimated  they 
would  on  the  basis  of  their  production 
the  year  before.  Where  did  the  shortage 
come  from?  It  came  from  the  farm 
groups  that  said  “Get  in  and  buy  your 
twine  this  year  because  there  is  going  to 
be  a  shortage.”  As  a  result  they  bought 
too  much  of  it,  and  they  are  going  to 
have  it  next  year  because  they  are  well 
able  to  pay  for  it.  I  was  not  born  yes¬ 
terday,  and  I  may  not  be  as  old  as  some 
of  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  but  I  have  read  Ameri¬ 
can  history,  and  when  they  talk  about 
this  twine  going  off  the  duty  list  in  1894, 

I  want  to  point  out  to  you  that  we  have 
60  percent  less  people  working  in  the 
twine  business  than  we  had  then.  The 
reason  for  that  is  they  cannot  stand  the 
competition  of  slave  labor  from  other 
countries.  One  company  after  another 
within  a  few  miles  of  my  house  have  gone 
out  of  business  because  they  could  not 
compete  with  Czechoslovakia  and  Yugo¬ 
slavia  and  all  these  other  places  that 
we  are  paying  to  support. 

Now  you  come  here  and  say  you  are 
going  to  help  the  farmer  by  stopping 
some  business  that  has  been  going  on 
here  for  over  130  years,  and  which  has 
earned  the  respect  of  everybody  that 
they  do  business  with.  You  say  it  is 
going  to  help  them,  Can  you  help  the 
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farmers  by  hurting  somebody  else?  If 
you  can,  then  you  ought  to  vote  for  this 
bill.  But  if  you  believe  in  America — and 
I  know  we  all  do — and  if  you  feel  the  way 
I  do  about  it,  you  will  vote  against  the 
bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Cooper], 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  has 
been  repeatedly  pointed  out  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  bill,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1005)  is  intended  to  assist  the  American 
.farmer  in  securing  a  product  which  he 
needs  in  the  operation  of  his  business. 
The  amendment  now  proposed  and  un¬ 
der  consideration  is  offered  by  one  of  the 
strongest  opponents  of  the  pending  leg¬ 
islation.  Certainly,  it  cannot  be  offered 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  bill,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  farmer. 
All  of  these  restrictions  which  are 
sought  to  be  imposed  by  the  pending 
amendment  can  only  result  in  defeating 
the  purposes  sought  to  be  accomplished 
by  this  bill. 

Many  Members  have  expressed  them¬ 
selves  as  being  interested  in  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  farmers.  The  farmers  them¬ 
selves  and  the  farm  organizations  are  the 
ones  who  are  sponsoring  the  pending  bill 
and  are  opposing  the  amendment  that  is 
now  under  consideration. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  all 
this  bill  seeks  to  do  is  to  remove  the  pres¬ 
ent  import  duty  of  15  percent  ad  valorem 
from  baler  twine.  That  is  the  only  pur¬ 
pose  sought  to  be  accomplished,  and 
there  is  no  necessity  for  complicating  the 
question  by  adopting  any  such  amend¬ 
ment  as  is  now  presented. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Will 
the  gentleman  please  tell  the  committee 
just  what  baler  twine  is? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  asked  that  question,  because  every 
farmer  in  the  country  knows  what  baler 
twine  is. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Does 
the  gentleman  know  what  baler  twine  is? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  certainly  do.  The 
farmer  is  the  man  who  buys  it  and  he 
is  the  man  who  uses  it.  If  the  customs 
authorities  now  know  what  baler  twine 
is  to  the  extent  they  can  collect  15-per¬ 
cent  tariff  duty  on  it,  they  will  know 
what  it  is  when  that  tariff  is  removed. 
This  is  the  same  product  that  is  now 
under  a  tariff  duty  of  15  percent.  All 
the  pending  bill  does  is  to  remove  that 
15-percent  duty. 

That  is  the  position  that  is  urged  by 
all  the  farm  organizations  here  today. 

I  respectfully  urge  that  the  pending 
amendment  be  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Byrnes]  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Simpson]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Nicholson), 
there  were — ayes  57,  noes  88. 
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So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tire  question  re¬ 
curs  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 

Simpson]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  1,  line  8,  in¬ 
sert  : 

“Sec.  2.  Tire  amendment  made  by  this  Act 
shall  be  effective  with  respect  to  articles  en¬ 
tered.  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for' 
consumption  after  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Taber  to  the 
committee  amendment:  Strike  out  the  pe¬ 
riod  after  the  word  “act”  in  line  11,  and  add 
the  following:  “and  prior  to  March  1,  1953, 
but  shall  not  apply  to  any  article  entered  or 
withdrawn  from  the  warehouse  for  consump¬ 
tion  on  or  after  such  date.” 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  yield  before 
he  begins  his  discussion? 

Mr.  TAEER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  I  have  asked  the  gentleman 
to  yield  that  I  might  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  at  the  moment 
we  have  a  very  great  American,  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  New  York,  Mr.  Dewey,  a  guest 
of  the  Chamber. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
offered  this  amendment  for  the  purpose 
of  limiting  the  operations  of  this  bill  to 
a  year  and  6  months.  I  have  done  this 
because  I  believe  we  would  have  a  better 
judgment  on  what  we  ought  to  do  after 
the  lapse  of  that  much  time.  Your 
farmers  and  your  industry  are  going  to 
be  in  a  very  precarious  condition  in  the 
next  year.  According  to  some  stories 
there  has  been  hoarding  of  baler  twine 
to  the  tune  of  as  high  as  30,000,000 
pounds.  The  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  estimate  of  use  for  this  current 
calendar  year  was  94,000,000  pounds. 
The  actual  sales  have  been  125,500,000 
pounds.  If  there  are  30,000,000  pounds 
hoarded,  the  manufacturers  and  the 
farmers  are  going  to  be  in  a  precarious 
condition  as  a  result  of  that  picture  be¬ 
cause  that  30,000,000  pounds  will  be  a 
menace  to  the  market  next  year. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  when  we 
have  had  a  situation  where  the  sales 
have  doubled  in  1  year,  as  a  result  of 
that  and  along  with  that  there  has  been 
a  shortage  in  the  material  that  might 
be  available,  that  it  is  time  for  us  to  think 
about  the  situation.  We  can  go  ahead 
with  such  things  as  this  and  we  can 
create  situations  where  American  in¬ 
dustry  can  be  put  out  of  business.  That 
is  not  going  to  help  the  American  farm¬ 
er;  it  is  not  going  to  help  him,  because 
when  he  gets  all  through  and  is  de¬ 
pendent  upon  a  foreign  source  he  is 
going  to  have  the  same  thing  happen  to 
him  that  happened  in  the  case  of  burlap 
bags  where  the  Indian  Government  put 
on  an  export  duty  of  14  cents  a  pound; 
and  we  are  going  to  see  the  farmer  made 


a  football  by  the  foreign  manufacturers 
and  importers. 

I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted 
and  that  if  the  bill  is  to  take  effect  it 
will  be  limited  to  a  year  and  a  half. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  not  to  exceed  10  min¬ 
utes,  the  time  to  be  divided  between  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Edwin  Arthur 
Hall]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber], 

My  rest  was  disturbed  last  night  after 
the  debate  of  yesterday,  when  the  trend 
of  thought  seemed  to  be  running  in  the 
House  during  the  debate  on  this  pending 
bill  to  the  theory  that  it  did  not  make 
any  difference  if  100  workers  here  and 
a  thousand  workers  there  might  be 
thrown  out  of  jobs  in  American  industry. 
I  cannot  reconcile  myself  to  an  attitude 
of  that  kind  because  to  my  way  of  think¬ 
ing  no  legislation  on  this  floor  is  justi¬ 
fied  if  it  threatens  the  welfare  of  one 
single  American  worker. 

In  my  district  there  are  about  20,000 
Endicott  Johnson  shoe  workers.  I  won¬ 
der  if  in  knocking  down  the  tariff  today, 
a  precedent  will  be  created  so  that  next 
week  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
will  come  in  here  with  a  bill  which  will 
further  scare  every  man  and  woman  in 
my  district  who  are  Endicott  Johnson 
workers.  Will  it  mean  that  their  jobs 
may  be  taken  away  from  them  because 
perchance  we  will  import  Japanese  rub¬ 
ber-soled  shoes  which  will  go  into  direct 
competition  with  Endicott  Johnson 
workers?  So  I  am  just  as  much  con¬ 
cerned  as  the  20,000  workers  in  my  dis¬ 
trict  are  concerned  who  sent  me  penny 
post  cards  last  year  deploring  such  a  pos¬ 
sibility.  Of  course  they  are  not  going 
to  be  able  to  send  penny  post  cards  much 
longer  because  you  plan  to  double  the 
postage  rates  before  long  so  they  will 
not  be  able  to  send  penny  post  cards. 

At  any  rate,  I  am  concerned  very  much 
about  the  whole  situation.  I  conferred 
with  Dean  Acheson  on  this  subject  of 
flooding  the  country  with  Japanese 
shoes  having  rubber  soles,  and  in  answer 
to  my  question  as  to  what  is  going  to 
happen  to  the  shoe  workers  in  the  rub¬ 
ber  and  footwear  industry,  and  what 
they  were  going  to  do  after  having  spent 
a  lifetime  in  this  honorable  career  of 
shoemaking,  he  said: 

Our  program  Is  clear-cut.  It  does  not 
make  any  difference  If  100  workers  here  and 
a  thousand  workers  there  or  20,000  workers 
are  thrown  out  of  a  job,  our  program  is  clear- 
cut. 

I  submit  that  such  a  position  is  disas¬ 
trous  to  the  welfare  of  American  indus¬ 
try.  I  have  gone  right  down  the  line 
with  most  programs  of  reciprocity  be- 
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cause  I  believe  that  good  trade  relations 
between  America  and  the  other  nations 
of  the  world  are  absolutely  necessary. 
However,  I  cannot  see  any  justification 
in  deliberately  charting  a  course  which 
will  throw  American  workers  out  of  their 
jobs. 

I  want  to  pose  a  question  today.  I  am 
not  differing  with  my  good  friends  on  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  because 
they  have  done  a  sincere  job.  But  I  do 
want  to  ask:  Is  it  right  to  suggest  that 
a  thousand  workers  or  many  hundreds 
cf  workers  be  thrown  out  of  jobs  in  order 
to  satisfy,  as  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  stated,  these  lobbyists  who  are 
running  this  show  and  who  are  pulling 
the  wires? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is 
this  not  just  the  beginning  of  the  end 
as  it  was  just  before  World  War  n  when 
the  Japanese  were  flooding  our  country 
with  textiles  from  Japan? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  The 
gentlewoman  is  correct.  Before  the 
Japanese  flood  our  country  with  rubber- 
soled  shoes  to  drive  the  workers  I  repre¬ 
sent  out  of  business,  I  expect  to  do  every¬ 
thing  in  my  power  to  fight  the  bills  that 
they  bring  up  here  which  go  in  that 
direction.  I  cannot  be  reconciled  to  any 
such  theory,  and  I  cannot  go  along  with 
them  any  more  than  I  would  to  have 
shoes  from  behind  the  iron  curtain  come 
in  here  in  direct  competition  with  the 
products  that  the  shoe  workers  in  my 
district  or  any  other  district  in  America 
are  producing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  this  prece¬ 
dent  is  not  going  to  be  set,  and  I  hope 
that  the  House  will  be  able  to  decide 
definitely  on  a  course  of  action  which  will 
protect  American  industry  and  which 
will  give  our  workers  the  opportunity  to 
continue  their  livelihood. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Dotjghton]. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
one  reason  this  bill  is  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  at  this  time  is  the  fact  that  the 
farmers  of  this  country,  in  harvesting 
one  of  their  major  crops,  are  short  of  a 
supply  of  baler  twine  necessary  in  that 
harvesting.  Consequently,  much  of  their 
hay  crops  are  spoiled  or  rotting  in  the 
field.  The  other  reason  is  that  what 
supply  they  have  been  able  to  obtain 
was  available  only  at  an  exorbitant  price. 
The  price  has  advanced  since  the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  hay  season  this  year  from  $11 
for  a  40-pound  bale  to  about  $18  to  $25 
for  what  they  can  get. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  sure  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  will  remember  that 
in  the  hearing  on  the  pending  bill,  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  115,  a  telegram  received 
from  the  four  great  national  farm  or¬ 
ganizations  of  the  country,  which  reads 
in  part  as  follows  with  respect  to  the 
pending  amendment: 

A  temporary  suspension  of  the  duty  on 
baler  twine  would  merely  serve  to  perpetu- 
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ate  the  present  undesirable  situation.  It  is 
our  belief  that  no  action  by  the  committee 
would  be  preferable  to  creating  the  tem¬ 
porary  illusion  that  the  farmers’  needs  were 
being  met.  We  hope  this  telegram  will  be 

made  part  of  the  official  record  of  the 
hearing. 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

National  Council  op  Farmer 
Cooperatives. 

National  Farmers  Union. 

National  Grange. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  thank  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  for  his  contribu¬ 
tion.  In  that  connection  it  will  be 
remembered  that  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  ’Taber],  the 
author  of  this  amendment,  appeared 
before  our  committee  in  opposition  to 
the  bill.  He  did  not  suggest  any 
amendment  at  all ;  he  was  in  opposition 
to  any  legislation  of  this  kind.  Three 
witnesses  appeared  in  opposition  to  the 
bill  and  the  distinguished  gentleman 
was  one  of  them. 

In  addition  to  the  statement  just  read 
by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper]  which  is  a  part  of  the  Record, 
a  telegram  received  this  morning  reiter¬ 
ates  the  same  position.  Here  is  what  it 
says  about  this  amendment: 

Any  amendment  providing  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  duty  cannot  permanently 
rectify  short  supply  and  high  prices  which 
are  of  primary  concern  to  the  farmers. 

We  all  know,  my  friends,  if  this  is 
only  temporary  legislation,  that  the  for¬ 
eign  manufacturers  who  produce  this 
commodity  would  not  expand  their  fa¬ 
cilities  and  enlarge  and  increase  their 
factories  to  provide  for  a  market  that 
they  knew  would  soon  be  shut  off.  It 
is  perfectly  absurd  to  think  they  would 
expand  under  such  a  limitation.  The 
farmers  are  against  this  amendment, 
and  as  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
said,  they  would  rather  have  no  legisla¬ 
tion  at  all  than  only  a  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  duty. 

My  friends,  the  issue  is  before  you  fair 
and  square:  Are  you  for  the  interest  of 
the  farmer?  If  so,  you  will  vote  for 
this  bill  and  against  the  pending 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired.  All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
“'division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there 
were — ayes  47,  noes  89. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  all 
of  this  discussion  pertaining  to  H.  R. 
1005  has  been  very  interesting  to  me. 
From  the  facts,  there  has  been  so  much 
politics  played  by  Members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

There  are  some  here  who  inferred  that 
some  foreign  groups  and  lobbyists  have 


influenced  those  who  are  for  the  bill.  I 
resent  that  inference  very  much,  because 
I  am  certain  I  have  not  been  approached 
by  anyone  except  farmers  in  my  district 
of  West  Virginia,  who  have  asked  me  to 
see  that  something  be  done  to  protect 
their  interests.  That  fact — and  only 
that — is  the  reason  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
legislation. 

I  resent,  too,  the  fact  that  inference 
has  been  made  that  our  four  great  farm¬ 
ers’  organizations  have  been  misled  and 
influenced  by  lobbyists  and  foreign  in¬ 
terests  to  the  point  that  they  do  not 
represent  the  wishes  of  the  American 
farmer  and  the  true  interests  of  the 
Nation.  I  feel  if  we  cannot  look  to  these 
organizations  who  are  interested  solely 
in  the  farmer  and  his  welfare,  our  situa¬ 
tion  in  the  country  is  almost  hopeless. 

I  know  personally  a  representative  of 
one  of  these  great  farmers’  organization. 
He  is  John  Lynn,  of  the  American  Farm 
Bureau — a  young  man  who  fought  for 
his  country  during  the  last  war,  and 
whose  integrity  and  patriotism  will 
equal  any  Member  of  this  House.  Also, 
I  am  sure  his  knowledge  and  experience 
of  farm  problems  and  farm  legislation  is 
on  a  par  with  that  of  any  man  who  has 
spoken  for  or  against  the  bill. 

I  believe  that  we,  as  Members  of  the 
House,  should  be  more  careful  in  our 
remarks  in  implying  that  men  who  do 
not  agree  with  us  are  motivated  by  un¬ 
patriotic  or  unselfish  views.  As  for  my¬ 
self,  I  am  willing  to  take  the  advice  of 
these  experts  who  have  testified  before 
the  committee,  and  vote  in  accordance 
for  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  to  amend 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the 
free  importation  of  twine  used  for  bal¬ 
ing  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and 
bedding  material,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  366,  he  reported  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments 
adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put 
them  in  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  am,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  moves  to  recommit 
the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 


Means  with  instructions  to  report  the  same 
back  forwith  with  the  following  amendment: 
Strike  out  the  period  after  the  word  “act” 
In  line  11,  and  add  the  following:  “and  prior 
to  March  1,  1953,  but  shall  not  apply  to  any 
articles  entered  or  withdrawn  from  ware¬ 
house  for  consumption,  on  or  after  such 
date.”  ■ 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  alleged  purpose  of  H.  R.  1005  is  to 
cure  an  emergency  shortage  of  baler 
twine  used  by  our  farmers.  The  present 
shortage,  like  other  shortages,  has  arisen 
as  the  result  of  excessive  buying.  But 
instead  of  meeting  this  emergency  prob¬ 
lem  through  emergency  legislation,  H.  R. 
1005  is  permanent  legislation  involving 
in  long-range  effect  our  national  security, 
the  welfare  of  our  domestic  cordage  in¬ 
dustry,  and  the  American  farmer.  In 
my  opinion  the  result  of  enactment  of 
H.  R.  1005  in  its  present  form  will  be 
injurious  to  all  three. 

The  inevitable  result  of  permanently 
transferring  baler  twine  to  the  free  list 
will  be  to  destroy  domestic  production 
of  baler  twine  and  thus  put  the  American 
farmer  at  the  mercy  of  foreign  producers 
and  foreign  imports.  There  will  be  lit¬ 
tle,  if  any,  financial  saving  to  our  farm¬ 
ers  in  the  cost  of  baler  twine  and  once 
the  American  industry  has  been  de¬ 
stroyed,  the  price  of  the  imported  baler 
twine  will  go  up  rapidly. 

The  baler-twine  industry,  although  re¬ 
latively  small  in  size,  ranks  among  the 
foremost  strategic  industries  necessary 
for  the  prosecution  of  war,  and  enact¬ 
ment  of  H.  R.  1005  will  have  effects 
which  might  seriously  interfere  with  the 
Government’s  stockpiling  program. 
Manila  and  sisal  fibers  have  been  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Munitions  Board  among 
group  A  stockpiling  materials.  Fibers 
in  the  stockpile  cannot  be  kept  perma¬ 
nently,  but  must  be  rotated — that  is,  new 
fibers  added  and  cider  fibers  sold  to 
our  manufacturers. 

With  the  loss  of  our  markets  to  for¬ 
eign  producers,  productive  facilities  in 
this  country  will  dry  up  and,  con¬ 
sequently,  will  not  be  available  to  rotate 
the  stockpiled  fiber  in  peacetime  nor  to 
convert  it  into  finished  products  during 
war.  A  stockpile  of  fibers  would  be 
meaningless  under  these  circumstances. 

I  cannot  believe  that  the  proponents 
of  this  legislation  desire  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  cordage  industry,  manufacturers 
and  employees,  be  destroyed;  that  our 
farmers  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  for¬ 
eign  imports;  and  that  an  important 
part  of  our  future  security  program  be 
seriously  disturbed.  These  are  con¬ 
siderations  of  much  more  moment  than 
such  temporary  advantage,  if  any,  as 
might  result  from  enactment  of  H.  R. 
1005.  At  least  equal  temporary  benefits 
without  these  grave  long-range  conse¬ 
quences  could  be  obtained  by  appro¬ 
priate  emergency  legislation  as  con¬ 
tained  in  the  motion  to  recommit  which 
provides  for  the  free  importation  of  baler 
twine  until  March  of  1953. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question  on  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
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The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  210,  nays  41,  answered  “pres¬ 
ent”  1,  not  voting  177,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  174] 

YEAS— 210 


Aandahl 

Eberharter 

Murdock 

Abernethy 

Elliott 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Adair 

Engle 

Norblad 

Addonizio 

Feighan 

Norrell 

Albert 

Fenton 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Andersen, 

Fernandez 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

H.  Carl 

Flood 

O’Hara 

Andrews 

Forand 

O’Neill 

Arends 

Ford 

Passman 

Armstrong 

Forrester 

Patterson 

Aspinall 

Fugate 

Perkins 

Auchincloss 

Fulton 

Pickett 

Ayres 

Garmatz 

Poage 

Bailey 

Gathings 

Polk 

Baker 

George 

Preston 

Barden 

Golden 

Price 

Battle 

Graham 

Priest 

Beall 

Grant 

Prouty 

Beamer 

Greenwood 

Ramsay 

Beckworth 

Gregory 

Rankin 

Belcher 

Gross 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Hale 

Reed,  Ill. 

Berry 

Hall, 

Rees,  Kans. 

Betts 

Edwin  Arthur  Riehlman 

Blatm.: 

Harris 

Roberts 

Boggs,  Del. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Robeson 

Bolling 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Rodino 

Bolton 

Hays,  Ark. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Bonner 

Herlong 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Bosone 

Heselton 

Sabath 

Bramblett 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Sasscer 

Bray 

Hope 

Scrivner 

Brown,  Ga. 

Horan 

Seely-Brown 

Bryson 

Hull 

Sheppard 

Buchanan 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Sieminski 

Budge 

Jarman 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Buffett 

Jenlson 

Smith,  Kans. 

Burdick 

Jones,  Ala. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Burleson 

Jones,  Mo. 

Smith,  Va. 

Burnside 

Jones, 

Spence 

Bush 

Woodrow  W. 

Springer 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Judd 

Staggers 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Stanley 

Cannon 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Steed 

Celler 

Keogh 

Stigler 

Chelf 

Kilday 

Sutton 

Chenoweth 

King 

Thomas 

Chiperfleld 

Kirwan 

Thompson, 

Church 

Kluczynskl 

Mich. 

Clemente 

Lanham 

Thompson,  Tex, 

Cole,  Kans. 

Lantaff 

Tollefson 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Larcade 

Trimble 

Cooley 

Lovre 

Van  Pelt 

Cooper 

Lyle 

Van  Zandt 

Cox 

McConnell 

Vinson 

Crosser 

McGregor 

Vursell 

Crumpacker 

McGuire 

Watts 

Cunningham 

McMillan 

Welch 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McMullen 

Wharton 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Machrowicz 

Wheeler 

Dague 

Madden 

Whitaker 

Davis,  Wis. 

Magee 

Whitten 

DeGraffenried 

Mahon 

Wickersham 

Delaney 

Mansfield 

Wier 

Devereux 

Marshall 

Williams,  Miss. 

D’Ewart 

Miller,  Md. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Dingell 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Willis 

Dondero 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Winstead 

Dorn 

Mills 

Wolverton 

Doughton 

Mitchell 

Yorty 

Doyle 

Morris 

Durham 

Mumma 

NAYS— 41 

Allen,  Ill. 

Kean 

Rhodes 

Bakewell 

Kearney 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Baring 

Keating 

Rooney 

Bates,  Mass. 

McDonough 

Saylor 

Bennett,  Mich. 

,  McVey 

Schwabe 

Brehm 

Mack,  Wash. 

Scott, 

Brown,  Ohio 

Martin,  Mass. 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Fallon 

Nelson 

Scudder 

Goodwin 

Nicholson 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Halleck 

Phillips 

Taber 

Hand  ' 

Poulson 

Velde 

Hess 

Radwan 

Walter 

Jenkins 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Werdel 

Jensen 

Regan 

Woodruff 

Abbitt 

Gavin 

Merrow 

Allen,  Calif. 

Gordon 

Miller,  Calif. 

Allen.  La. 

Gore 

Morano 

Anderson.  Calif. Granahan 

Morgan 

Andresen, 

Granger 

Morrison 

August  H. 

Green 

Morton 

Anfuso 

Gwinn 

Moulder 

Angell 

Hagen 

Multer 

Barrett 

Hall. 

Murphy 

Bates,  Ky. 

Leonard  W. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Bender 

Harden 

O’Konski 

Bentsen 

Hardy 

Ostertag 

Bishop 

Hart 

O’Toole 

Blackney 

Harvey 

Patman 

Boggs,  La. 

Havenner 

Patten 

Bow 

Hays,  Ohio 

Philbin 

Boykin 

Hebert  • 

Potter 

Breen 

Hedrick 

Powell 

Brooks 

Heffernan 

Quinn 

Brownson 

Heller 

Rabaut 

Buckley 

Herter 

Rains 

Burton 

Hill 

Reams 

Busbey 

Hillings 

Redden 

Butler 

HinshaW 

Ribicoff 

Camp 

Hoeven 

Richards 

Canfield 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Riley 

Carlyle 

Holifield 

Rivers 

Carnahan 

Holmes 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Case 

Howell 

Roosevelt 

Chatham 

Hunter 

Sadlak 

Chudoff 

Irving 

St.  George 

Clevenger 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Scott,  Hardie 

Colmer 

James 

Secrest 

Combs 

Javits 

Shafer 

Corbett 

Johnson 

Sheehan 

Cotton 

Jonas 

Shelley 

Coudert 

Jones, 

Short 

Crawford 

Hamilton  C. 

Sikes 

Davis.  Ga. 

Kearns 

Sittler 

Davis.  Tenn.  Kee 

Smith,  Wis. 

Dawson 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Stefan 

Deane 

Kennedy 

Stockman 

Dempsey 

Kerr 

Tackett 

Denny 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Talle 

Denton 

Kilburn 

Taylor 

Dollinger 

Klein 

Teague 

Dolliver 

Lane 

Thornberry 

Donohue 

Latham 

Vail 

Donovan 

LeCompte 

Vorys 

Eaton 

Lesinski 

Weichel 

Ellsworth 

Lind 

Widnall 

Elston 

Lucas 

Wigglesworth 

Evins 

McCarthy 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Fine 

McCormack 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Fisher 

McCulloch 

Withrow 

Fogarty 

McGrath 

Wolcott 

Frazier 

McKinnon 

Wood,  Ga. 

Furcolo 

Mack,  Ill. 

Wood,  Idaho 

Gamble 

Martin,  Iowa 

Yates 

Gary 

Meader 

Zablocki 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 
The  Clerk  announced 

the  following 

pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Camp  for,  with  Mr.  Mason  against. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  for,  with  Mr.  Coudert 
against. 

Mr.  Harvey  for,  with  Mr.  Sheehan  against. 

Mr.  Holmes  for,  with  Mr.  Busbey  against. 

Mr.  Stefan  for,  with  Mr.  Taylor  against. 

Mr.  Angell  for,  with  Mr.  Hardie  Scott 
against. 

Mr.  August  H.  Andresen  for,  with  Mr.  Bow 
against. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  for,  with  Mr. 
Latham  against. 

Mr.  McCulloch  for,  with  Mr.  James  against. 

Mr.  Bishop  for,  with  Mr.  Bender  against. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  for,  with  Mr.  Gavin 
against. 

Mr.  Abbitt  for,  with  Mr.  Murphy  against. 

Mr.  Chatham  for,  with  Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  against. 

Mr.  Donovan  for,  with  Mr.  Hinshaw  against. 

Mr.  Quinn  for,  with  Mr.  Leonard  W.  Hall 
against. 

Mr.  Multer  for,  with  Mr.  Kearns  against. 
Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Hebert  with  Mr.  Weichel. 

Mr.  Morrison  with  Mr.  Butler. 

Mr.  Patten  with  Mr.  Canfield. 

Mr.  Tackett  with  Mr.  Corbett. 

Mr.  Deane  with  Mr.  Dolliver. 


September  14 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mrs.  Harden. 

Mr.  Holifield  with  Mr.  Vorys. 

Mr.  Shelley  with  Mrs.  St.  George. 

Mr.  McKinnon  with  Mr.  Elston. 

Mr.  Rabaut  with  Mr.  Ellsworth. 

Mr.  Dempsey  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  Morton. 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr.  Ostertag. 

Mr.  Havenner  with  Mr.  Sadlak. 

Mr.  Hardy  with  Mr.  Talle. 

Mr.  Sikes  with  Mr.  Case. 

Mr.  Teague  with  Mr.  Herter. 

Mr.  Yates  with  Mr.  Hillings. 

Mr.  Zablocki  with  Mr.  Hoeven. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Jackson  of  California. 

Mr.  Chudoff  with  Mr.  Shafer. 

Mr.  Granahan  with  Mr.  Anderson  of  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Mr.  Barrett  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr. 
Blackney. 

Mr.  Lane  with  Mr.  Wolcott. 

Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Wood  of 
Idaho. 

Mr.  McGrath  with  Mr.  Meader. 

Mr.  Dollinger  with  Mr.  Jonas. 

Mr.  Klein  with  Mr.  Hoffman  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Fine  with  Mr.  Crawford. 

Mr.  Heller  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Widnall. 

Mr.  O’Toole  with  Mr.  Gwinn. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Hagen. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  with  Mr.  Kilburn. 

Mr.  Heffernan  with  Mr.  Potter. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 

Mr.  Donohue  with  Mr.  Hill. 

Mr.  Philbin  with  Mr.  Brownson. 

Mr.  Furcolo  with  Mr.  Cotton. 

Mr.  Gordon  with  Mr.  Merrow. 

Mr.  Redden  with  Mr.  O’Konski. 

Mr.  Riley  with  Mr.  Gamble. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Denny. 

Mr.  Morgan  with  Mr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Allen  of  Cal¬ 
ifornia. 

Mr.  Lind  with  Mr.  Vail. 

Mr.  Lesinski  with  Mr.  Murray  of  Wisconsin. 
Mrs.  Kee  with  Mr.  Hunter. 

Mr.  Howell  with  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Kersten 
Of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Burton  with  Mr.  Wigglesworth. 

Mr.  Evins  with  Mr.  Stockman. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
live  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia,  Mr.  Camp.  If  he  were  present,  he 
would  have  voted  “yea.”  I  voted  “nay.” 

I  withdraw  my  vote  and  vote  “present.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

tahlft. _ _ — - - - J 

PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

(Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute.) 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  inquire  of  the  majority 
whip  if  he  can  give  us  the  program  for 
next  week?. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  On  Monday  we  will  take 
up  the  Consent  Calendar  and  one  sus¬ 
pension.  That  suspension  is  S.  1864 
from  Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 
Also  I  am  informed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  that  he  hopes 
to  call  up  on  Monday  the  conference  re¬ 
port  on  H.  R.  1726  pertaining  to  the 
organization  of  the  Air  Force. 

On  Tuesday  we  will  take  up  the  Pri¬ 
vate  Calendar.  Following  that  we  will 
take  up  House  Resolution  390;.,  That  is 
the  resolution  providing  for  theinvesti- 
gation  of  the  Katyn  Forest  massacre, 
originally  scheduled  for  this  week.  'Also 
on  Tuesday  we  will  start  consideration 
of  the  bill  H.  R.  2982,  readjustment  of. 
postal  rates.  The  gentleman  from 
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H.  R.  1005 


IN  THE  SENATE  0E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

September  17  (legislative  clay,  September  13),  1951 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importa¬ 
tion  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
and  bedding  material. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 

4  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 

5  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma  and  the  words  “and 

6  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  bay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 

7  and  bedding  materials,”. 

8  Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  Act  shall  be  effec- 

9  tive  with  respect  to  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 

10  house,  for  consumption  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 

11  this  Act. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  September  14, 

1951. 

Attest:  RALPH  R,  ROBERTS, 

Clerk , 
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them,  jointly,  to  Senate  bill  436,  supra, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
ana\to  be  printed. 

MrKLEHMAN  (for himself,  Mr.  Doug¬ 
las,  ahd  Mr.  Aiken)  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
them,  jointly,  to  Senate  bill  436,  supra, 
which  was  "'ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  AIKEN\(for  himself,  Mr.  Doug¬ 
las,  and  Mr.  Lehman)  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
jointly,  to  Senate  bill  436,  supra,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS',  ARTICLES, 
ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX  \ 


On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con-\ 
sent,  addresses,  editorial,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  WATKINS: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  with  reference 
to  Constitution  Day,  September  17,  1951. 

By  Mr.  BENTON: 

Article  entitled  “The  Gap  Between  Con¬ 
gress  and  Main  Street,”  written  by  Senator 
Douglas  and  published  in  the  New  York 
Times  magazine  section  of  September  16, 
1951. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 

Editorial  entitled  “Behold  Acheson’s  Vin¬ 
dication,”  published  in  the  Montgomery 
(Ala.)  Advertiser  of  September  14,  1951,  and 
written  by  the  editor,  Capt.  Grover  C.  Hall, 
Jr. 

By  Mr.  McCLELLAN: 

Editorial  entitled  “Needed:  Some  Devil’s 
Advocates,”  published  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  of  September  17,  1951,  referring 
to  an  appropriation  for  additional  employees 
for  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 

Article  entitled  “Mindful  of  Our  Own 
Frailties,”  by  Thomas  L.  Stokes,  published  in 
the  Washington  Star,  with  reference  to  the 
burial  in  Arlington  Cemetery  of  Sgt.  John  R. 
Rice,  Winnebago  Indian,  killed  in  Korea. 

By  Mr.  TAFT: 

Editorial  entitled  “A  Friend  in  Need,”  re¬ 
lating  to  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  and  the  copper 
strike,  published  in  the  American  Metal 
Market  for  September  8,  1951. 

By  Mr.  SCHOEPPEL: 

Article  entitled  “How  the  Government 
Succeeded  in  Reducing  Beef  Supplies  in  the 
Face  of  a  Record  Cattle  Population,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  Economic  Trend  Line  Studies,  of 
August  20,  1951,  which  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix. 

By  Mr.  FULBRIGHT: 

Letter  from  Tom.  F.  W.  Barth,  professor 
of  mineralogy,  University  of  Oslo,  regarding 
the  exchange-of-students  program. 

Letter  from  George  Vogel  regarding  visit 
of  two  Lafayette  Cdllege  freshmen  to  the 
Strike  It  Rich  program  indicating  their  in¬ 
terest  in  the  exchange-of-students  program. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  Mr. 

MUNDf)  : 

Press  statement  released  by  Senator  Mundt 
on  September  17,  1951,  entitled  “Announce¬ 
ment  of  formation  of  Bipartisan  Committee 
To  Explore  Political  Realinement.” 

-By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Editorials  from  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1951,  and  the  Washington  Post 
of-September  11,  1951,  dealing  with  air  mail 
and  subsidies. 


ARTICLES  RELATING  TO  HEARINGS  BY 

INTERNAL  SECURITY  SUBCOMMITTEE 

OF  SENATE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
for  printing  in  the  Record  an  Associated 
Press  dispatch  which  refers  to  a  debate 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  Friday. 
The  dispatch  obviously  relates  to  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  discredit  the  work  of  a  sub¬ 
committee  of  this  body.  I  think  the 
kindest  thing  which  can  be  said  about 
the  columnist  writing  the  dispatch  is 
that  he  is  proadministration;  and  the 
least  that  can  be  said  about  the  nature 
of  the  article  is  that  it  is  unprecedented. 
I  now  offer  it,  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection — 

Mr.  MALONE.  And  I  desire  to  go  on 
record  as  joining  the  Senators  who  have 
indicated  a  desire  to  see  that  the  work  of 
the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
is  completed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  have  to 
be  dealt  with  according  to  the  rule  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing.  If  the 
Senator’s  request  is  not  in  violation  of 
the  rule  or  the  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  the 
article  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred 
may  be  printed  as  a  part  of  the  Senator’s 
remarks.  If  that  would  be  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  rule  or  resolution,  the 
Chair  does  not  feel  that  he  can  entertain 
a  request  to  violate  the  resolution 
adopted  under  the  statutes  creating  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  first  time  that  I  have  ever  heard  the 
distinguished  President  Of  this  body  de¬ 
fine  the  rule.  I  requested  xthe  inclusion 
of  the  dispatch  in  the  body  of  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  if  that  is 
acceptable;  and,  if  not,  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  it  is  not 
a  violation  of  the  rule  and  resolution  of 
the  joint  committee,  the  article  will  be 
placed  in  the  body  of  the  Record;  other¬ 
wise  it  will  go  into  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record.  Is  that  satisfactory? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  a  definition  of  the  rule?  It  is 
not  my  desire  to  violate  any  rule  of  the 
Senate,  but  I  do  wish  to  have  the  dis¬ 
patch  printed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  have  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  rule ;  he 
does  not  have  it  at  his  hand  at  this  mo¬ 
ment,  and  will  let  the  matter  be  disposed 
of  according  to  the  rule.  If  the  rule 
prohibits  such  printing,  the  article  will 
go  into  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 
Is  that  satisfactory? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  I  hope  it  will  be 
a  general  rule,  not  applicable  only  to 
this  dispatch. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Oh,  of 
course,  it  is  a  general  rule;  but,  like 
many  other  rules,  it  has  been  violated  a 
great  deal. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  read  an  Associated  Press  dispatch 
appearing  in  the  September  15  issue 
of  the  Washington  Evening  Star.  It  is 


headed  “Lehman  Is  Undecided  on  Press¬ 
ing  Writer’s  Charges  of  Perjury.”  I  read: 
Lehman  Is  Undecided  on  Pressing  Writer’s 
Charges  op  Perjury 

Senator  Lehman,  Democrat- Liberal,  of  New 
York,  left  hanging  today  the  question  of 
whether  he  would  take  further  steps  to  get 
an  investigation  of  charges  involving  testi¬ 
mony  given  to  the  Senate  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee. 

His  demand  for  such  an  investigation  yes¬ 
terday  brought  a  heated  retort  from  Senator 
McCarran,  Democrat,  of  Nevada,  that  Sena¬ 
tor  Lehman 'had  accused  him  of  encouraging 
a  witness  to  commit  perjury.  The  New  York¬ 
er  denied  he  had  made  any  such  charge. 

Senator  McCarran  is  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  which  is  investigating  any  sub¬ 
versive  influences  on  United  States  policies 
in  the  Far  East.  A  prolonged  series  of  hear¬ 
ings  now  is  underway. 

Senator  Lehman  asked  for  a  full  investiga¬ 
tion  of  what  he  called  grave  charges  pub¬ 
lished  by  Columnist  Joseph  Alsop  that  de¬ 
monstrably  false  testimony  had  been  taken 
by  the  McCarran  subcommittee. 

In  recently  published  articles  Mr.  Alsop 
charged  that  testimony  by  ex-Communist 
Louis  Budenz  relating  to  John  Carter  Vin¬ 
cent  and  John  S.  Service,  State  Department 
officials,  was  in  contradiction  of  his  own 
previous  testimony. 

charge  called  travesty 

Senator  McCarran,  not  present  when  Sen¬ 
ator  Lehman  first  voiced  his  demand,  later 
shouted  to  the  Senate  that  the  New  Yorker 
wants  to  sponsor  a  columnist’s  charges  that 
a  committee  of  the  Senate  is  guilty  of  sub¬ 
ornation  of  perjury— that  is,  getting  an¬ 
other  person  to  commit  perjury. 

Angrily,  Senator  McCarran  denounced  this 
as  a  travesty  which  he  said  amounted  to 
“accusing  me  of  subornation  of  perjury.” 

Senator  Lehman  shot  back  that  Senator 
McCarran  “puts  words  in  my  mouth  which 
I  never  uttered  and  which  I  never  thought. 

I  have  not  accused  him  of  subornation  of 
perjury.” 

He  emphasized  that  he  did  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Alsop’s  charges  were  true  or 
false,  but  he  Said  he  regarded  the  charges 
as  grave  and  felt  they  should  be  investigated. 

Later  a  reporter  asked  Senator  Lehman  if 
he  intended  to  introduce  a  resolution  call¬ 
ing  for  an  investigation.  He  replied  that  he 
already  had  brought  the  matter  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senate  and  couldn’t  tell  yet 
what  further  action  he  might  take. 

WELKER  BLOCKS  LEHMAN  MOVE 

Senator  McCarran  told  a  reporter  that 
when  the  subcommittee’s  hearings  were  all 
over,  the  people  could  see  for  themselves  who 
was  right.  In  the  Senate  he  had  said  that 
“all  the  Alsops  from  here  to  perdition  can’t 
6 top  this  committee  from  going  forward.” 

Senator  Lehman  tried  to  place  the  Alsop 
articles  in  the  Congressional  Record.  Sen¬ 
ator  Welker,  Republican,  of  Idaho,  blocked 
this  in  a  parliamentary  situation  that  en¬ 
abled  any  one  Senator  to  do  so. 

Senator  Brewster,  Republican,  of  Maine, 
suggested  that  Senator  Lehman’s  demand  for 
a  Senate  investigation  of  one  of  its  own  com¬ 
mittees  was  without  precedent. 

Senator  Lehman  said  he  lacked  sufficient 
Information  to  form  a  judgment  about  the 
charges  but  insisted  they  should  be  investi¬ 
gated  “to  remove  the  stain  upon  the  Senate, 
as  I  hope,  or  if  the  facts  prove  to  be  as 
printed,  to  form  the  basis  for  corrective 
action.” 

Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  doing  a  good  job,  and  he 
should  be  permitted  to  continue  and 
should  encounter  a  minimum  of  resist¬ 
ance  from  this  august  body  which  cre¬ 
ated  the  committee  in  the  first  instance. 
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Mr.  MALONE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  continuing  my  remarks,  I  wish 
to  refer  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Eugene 
Dooman  on  September  14  before  the  Ju¬ 
diciary  Committee’s  subcommittee  in¬ 
vestigating  the  administration  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Security  Act  and  other  internal 
security  matters.  As  far  back  as  the  late 
thirties  there  were  indirect  attacks  on 
any  organization  or  the  presentation  of 
any  ideas  which  might  retard  the  State 
Department’s  plan  to  turn  over  China 
and  Asia  to  Communist  Russia. 

Mr.  President,  if  these  indirect  attacks 
were  isolated,  and  did  pot  form  a  pat¬ 
tern,  they  would  not  be  so  dangeious. 
However,  they  were  not  isolated  and  they 
did  form  a  pattern. 

More  than  a  year  ago  I  said  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  there  were  two 
men  whose  services  the  administration 
wanted  to  dispense  with  in  ord^r  to 
have  these  programs  carried  out.  One 
was  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur  and  the 
other  was  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  director  of 
the  FBI.  In  due  time  the  indirect 
attack  began  on  General  MacArthur.  It 
began  in  foreign  nations  such  as  in  Eng¬ 
land,  where  we  are  spending  consider¬ 
able  ’  money  under  the  Marshall  plan 
and  the  ECA.  In  England,  General  Mac- 
Arthur’s  services  were  deemed  unsatis¬ 
factory.  Articles  to  that  effect  appeared 
in  dispatches  from  England  to  the 
United  States,  and  culminated  in  the 
summary  dismissal  of  General  MacAr¬ 
thur. 

On  December  1,  1950, 1  made  some  re¬ 
marks  on  the  floor  about  a  then  newly 
published  book  entitled  “The  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation,”  written  by 
Max  Lowenthal.  I  said,  as  appears  on 
page  16171  of  the  Congressional  Record 
for  December  1,  1950: 

If  this  attack  was  an  isolated  instance,  it 
could  be  excused  as  an  irresponsible  flight  of 
fancy  by  a  nonentity — but  it  follows  too 
closely  the  pattern  of  destruction  of  re¬ 
sponsible  Government  to  be  ignored. 

I  refer  the  Senate  to  that  statement, 
which  I  shall  not  repeat  in  full  at  this 
time..  The  attack  to  which  I  referred 
was  an  attack  on  Mr.  Hoover. 

Mr.  President,  that  was  not  the  only 
attack  upon  Mr.  Hoover.  The  attack 
had  been  made  by  Charles  L.  Chute,  na¬ 
tional  vice  president  of  the  National 
Probation  and  Parole  Association,  and 
formerly  its  executive  vice  president. 
He  had  had  a  feud  going  on  with  the 
Director  of  the  FBI  for  many  years,  as 
I  shall  show.  Mr.  Chute  has  renewed 
his  attack  on  the  FBI  in  his  organiza¬ 
tion’s  official  publication  entitled  “Fo¬ 
cus.” 

A  newspaper  editorial  which  appeared 
in  the  Providence  (R.  I.)  Evening  Bulle¬ 
tin  on  May  27,  1936,  was  the  first  attack. 
In  that  editorial  the  power  which  was 
building  up  in  the  FBI  was  deplored. 
The  editorial,  though  pretending  to  laud 
the  accomplishments  of  the  FBI,  empha¬ 
sized  its  cost  and  deplored  the  power  the 
FBI  had. 

Mr.  President,  in  a  review  of  Max 
Lowenthal’s  book,  which  was  published 
by  William  Sloane  Associates,  Charles  L. 
Chute  very  cleverly  lauded  the  FBI  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  the  sum  substance 
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was  in  opposition  to  the  power  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  book  review 
reads  as  follows: 

The  book  proves  beyond  doubt  that  the 
FBI  has  built  a  powerful  agency  for  law  en¬ 
forcement.  It  has  had  phenomenal  success 
in  Its  public-relations  program.  Another 
and  different  study  is  called  for  to  answer 
the  questions  as  to  how  its  work  may  become 
of  greater  social  and  constructive  value  and 
as  to  what  safeguards — 

And  I  call  attention  to  the  emphasis 
placed  by  the  writer  of  the  review  on 
what  safeguards  he  believes  are  needed- 
are  needed  to  avoid  the  dangers  inherent  in 
the  arbitrary  and  unregulated  powers  it  has 
assumed. 

Mr.  President,  the  review  leaves  the 
impression  that  the  FBI  has  assumed 
powers  which  Congress  did  not  grant  to 
it.  The  review  is  signed  by  Charles  L. 
Chute. 

Earlier  I  reviewed  the  attack,  or  one  of 
the  first  attacks,  on  the  work  of  the  Sub- 
tommittee  on  Internal  Security  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee.  I  hope  there 
would  be  no  further  such  attacks,  but  I 
fear  there  will  be. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  we  do  not  have 
further  attacks  on  the  FBI;  yet  I  pre¬ 
dict  that  we  shall. 

Mr.  President,  it  comes  down  to  this: 
unless  the  administration  can  dispense 
with  the  services  of  Mr.  Hoover,  it  will 
be  impossible  for  them  to  do  to  the  files 
of  the  FBI  what  it  is  suspected  they  have 
done  to  the  files  of  the  State  Department 
and  the  Department  of  Commerce;  that 
is,  to  strip  them  of  evidence  which  could 
be  used  against  members  of  the  State 
Department  and  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  That  evidence,  I  believe, 
would  prove  them  to  be  dangerous  to 
this  country  as  security  risks,  to  say  the 
least,  and  in  some  cases  it  would  prove 
them  guilty  of  traitorous  actions. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  obvious  even  a 
year  ago  that  both  men.  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  and  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  would  have 
to  go  in  order  to  save  the  administration. 
First,  General  MacArthur  would  have  to 
go  to  save  their  policy,  or  to  consummate 
their  policy  in  China  and  in  Asia;  and, 
second,  Mr.  Hoover  would  have  to  go  in 
order  to  save  the  reputations  of  many 
State  Department  officials  and  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  officials. 

It  is  high  time  the  public  begin  to 
connect  the  instances  of  attacks  upon 
responsible  public  men,  as  in  the  cases  of 
General  MacArthur  and  Mr.  Hoover, 
Director  of  the  FBI.  The  former  is  out, 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  pre¬ 
dicts  that  the  attack  upon  Mr.  Hoover 
will  continue,  culminating,  if  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  for  them  to  bring  about  some  sem¬ 
blance  of  a  justification,  in  the  dismis¬ 
sal  of  FBI  Director  Hoover. 

The  same  thing  will  take  place,  if  the 
administration  hatchet  boys  can  bring 
it  about,  to  discredit  the  subcommittee 
which  is  investigating  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  and 
other  internal  security  laws.  They  just 
cannot  stand  being  investigated. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  this  short  discussion  follow  the 
remarks  made  earlier  this  afternoon  by 


the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  on  tfie 
matter  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Internal 
Security.  J 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  W ithout 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

WILLIAM  M.  BOYLE,  JR,/ 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
few  moments  ago  I  was  abQUt  to  ask  con¬ 
sent  to  place  in  the  Record  a  letter  from 
Hon.  J.  Howard  McGrath,  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  dealing  with 
a  statement  which  was  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith]  on  last  Friday,  at  which  time  she 
called  attention  to  an  apparent  discrep¬ 
ancy  between  what  appeared  in  a  pub¬ 
lication,  Democracy  at  Work,  and  testi¬ 
mony  by  Mr.  William  M.  Boyle,  Jr.,  be¬ 
fore  a  Senate  committee  last  week.  The 
book  named  Mr.  Boyle  as  executive  vice 
chairman  during  the  1948  campaign.  I 
believe  that  the  Senate  should  have  the 
facts  set  forth  in  the  letter  from  Mr. 
McGrath  by  having  it  appear  in  the  body 
of  the  Record.  Therefore,  because  of 
the  rule  just  pronounced  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Senate,  I  shall  read  the  letter 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate.  I  felt 
that  when  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maine  made  the  statement,  I  should 
obtain  the  true  facts  in  regard  to  the 
matter.  For  that  reason  I  called  Mr. 
McGrath,  who  was  chairman  of  the 
Democratic  National  Committee  during 
the  1948  campaign.  The  following  is 
the  letter  he  wrote  to  me  in  response  to 
my  telephone  request: 

Washington,  D.  C., 

September  15,  1951. 

Dear  Senator  McFarland  :  The  statement 
made  yesterday  (September  14)  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  by  Senator  Margaret  Chase 
Smith  purports  to  charge  William  M.  Boyle, 
Jr.,  chairman  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee,  with  making  untrue  statements 
'  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate,  in  that 
he  said  that  during  the  1948  election  he  held 
no  office  in  the  Democratic  Party  organiza¬ 
tion,  and  that  he  was  merely  a  volunteer 
worker  Mrs.  Smith  cites  a  volume,  Democ¬ 
racy  at  Work,  which  contains  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  Democratic  National  Convention 
of  1948  and  additional  material  wherein  a 
picture  of  Mr.  Boyle  appears,  entitled  “Will¬ 
iam  M.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Executive  Vice-Chairman, 
Democratic  National  Committee.” 

Senator  Smith  was  understandably  misled 
by  the  contents  of  the  book  in  question.  As 
the  chairman  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  during  the  period  involved,  I 
wish  to  set  forth  the  accurate  record. 

William  M.  Boyle,  Jr.,  came  to  the  Washing¬ 
ton  headquarters  of  the  party  at  my  request 
shortly  after  the  nominating  convention  of 
the  party.  He  was  given  no  title  whatsoever 
and  the  work  that  I  asked  him  to  do  con¬ 
sisted  almost  wholly  in  arranging  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  campaign  trips.  He  received  no  com¬ 
pensation  whatsoever  and  was  in  every  sense 
of  the  word  a  volunteer,  attempting  to  help 
the  President,  with  whom  he  had  long  been 
associated.  It  was  not  until  February  8, 
1949,  that  I  asked  Mr.  Boyle  to  relieve  me  of 
certain  responsibilities  at  the  national  com¬ 
mittee,  and  to  accept,  without  pay,  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  executive  vice  chairman.  This  ap¬ 
pointment  is  attested  to  by  the  public  an¬ 
nouncement  made  by  the  National  Commit¬ 
tee  on  February  8,  1949,  and  was  carried  in 
the  press.  I  enclose  copy  herewith. 

By  April  20,  1949,  I  determined  that  my 
duties  in  the  Senate  were  such  that  I  would 
have  to  be  further  relieved  of  the  day-to-day. 
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October  19  (legislative  day,  October  1),  1951.— Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  George,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  10051 


The  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1005)  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importa¬ 
tion  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding 
material,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  with¬ 
out  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

PURPOSE 

This  bill  would  provide  for  the  entry,  free  of  duty,  of  twine  chiefly 
used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  materials, 
which  is  commonly  referred  to  as  baler  twine.  This  would  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  amending  paragraph  1622  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  which  paragraph  now  provides  for  the  entry,  free  of  duty, 
of  binder  twine.  Under  the  existing  provisions  of  paragraph  1622  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  binding  twine  is  admitted  free  of  duty  if — 

manufactured  from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen,  manila,  istle  or  Tampico 
fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn,  or  a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of  them,  of  single  ply 
and  measuring  not  exceeding  750  feet  to  the  pound. 

Under  the  bill,  these  restrictions  will  apply  not  only  to  binder  twine, 
but  also  to  baler  twine,  which  is  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  materials. 

GENERAL  STATEMENT 

Baler  twine  is  now  subject  to  duty  at  15  percent  ad  valorem.  It 
is  used  principally  in  automatic  pick-up  hay  balers  to  tie  and  bind 
bales  of  hay,  straw,  and  fodder  crops.  It  first  came  into  use  in  1939, 
and  its  use  has  increased  materially  since  that  time  due  to  the  steadily 
increasing  use  of  automatic  pick-up  twine  balers  by  farmers  who  find 
that  such  baling  is  efficient  and  economical.  Binder  twine,  which  is 


2  PROVIDING  FOR  THE  FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  BALER  TWINE 

also  an  agricultural  twine,  and  which  is  used  primarily  for  binding 
sheaves  of  grain  and  corn,  and  in  some  cases  hay,  has  been  duty-free 
since  1896.  In  many  other  instances,  Congress  has  exempted  from 
duty  commodities  and  implements  used  in  agricultural  pursuits. 

The  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  held  in  the  case  of 
Wilbur-Ellis  Co.  v.  United  States  (26  C.  C.  P.  A.  402  (1939)),  that  the 
baling  of  hay  is  an  agricultural  pursuit.  That  case  involved  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  entry  of  wire-baling  ties  which  were  held  entitled  to  entry 
free  of  duty  under  paragraph  1604  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  agri¬ 
cultural  implements.  Yet,  by  a  ruling  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  on  October  15,  1945,  holding  that  baler  twine  falls  within 
paragraph  1005  (b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  baler  twine  used  for  the 
same  purposes  as  baling  wire  is  now  dutiable  at  15  percent  ad  valorem. 
This  decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  is  still  in  the  process 
of  litigation. 

Your  committee  believes  that  there  is  no  just  basis  for  distinguishing 
between  the  tariff  status  of  such  essential  commodities  of  similar  use 
on  the  farm  as  binder  twine,  baling  wire,  and  baler  twine.  This  bill 
will  place  baler  twine  on  the  same  duty-free  status  as  binder  twine 
and  baling  wire,  which  is  in  accord  with  the  established  policy  of 
Congress  to  admit  agricultural  commodities  and  implements  free  of 
duty. 

Witnesses  representing  farmers  and  farm  organizations  appeared 
before  your  committee  and  testified  that  there  is  an  acute  shortage  of 
baler  twine.  Many  reports  have  been  received  that,  even  at  the  high 
prices  for  which  baler  twine  is  now  selling,  it  is  impossible  to  obtain 
sufficient  supplies  of  this  twine,  which  has  resulted  in  losses  of  hay 
crops.  The  representatives  of  the  farm  organizations  testified  that  a 
growing  number  of  farmers  are  demonstrating  a  preference  for  baler 
twine  over  baling  wire  both  from  the  standpoint  of  greater  safety  to 
livestock  and  greater  economy  of  operation  of  balers  using  twine  oyer 
balers  using  wire.  Although  domestic  manufacturers  of  baler  twine 
testified  that  production  in  the  current  year  is  at  a  higher  rate  than 
in  the  previous  year,  they  agreed  that  in  many  areas  of  the  country 
farmers  have  been  unable  to  obtain  baler  twine  in  sufficient  quantity  j 
to  meet  their  needs. 

Testimony  presented  before  your  committee  was  in  general  agree¬ 
ment  that  imports  of  baler  twine  would  be  increased  by  providing 
for  duty-free  entry.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  American 
farmer  would  not  insist  upon  as  high  a  standard  of  quality  in  the 
baler  twine  imported  free  of  duty  as  he  insists  upon  today  in  baler 
twine  subject  to  duty  and  baler  twine  produced  by  domestic  manu¬ 
facturers. 

Yet  the  benefit  to  the  American  farmer  accorded  by  this  bill,  in 
the  judgment  of  your  committee,  will  result  in  no  substantial  adverse 
effect  upon  the  domestic  producers  of  baler  twine.  The  record  of  the 
hearings  before  your  committee  affords  no  basis  for  concluding  that 
the  elimination  of  the  present  duty  would  prevent  domestic  manu¬ 
facturers  from  selling  their  production  of  baler  twine  at  a  reasonable 
price. 

Nor  would  there  be  any  adverse  effect  upon  the  national  security 
of  the  United  States  from  the  removal  of  the  present  tariff  on  baler 
twTine.  Arguments  were  presented  that  the  stockpiling  objectives  of 
the  Munitions  Board  might  be  endangered  on  the  ground  that  there 
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would  not  be  a  domestic  industry  large  enough  to  handle  the  rotation 
of  the  fibers  if  imports  of  baler  twine  were  allowed  to  come  in  duty-free. 
It  is  understood,  however,  that  foreign  producers  of  baler  twine  have 
already  been  asked  to  share  in  the  rotation  of  the  stockpile  maintained 
in  this  country. 

Accordingly,  there  seems  to  be  no  sound  reason  for  denying  the  plea 
of  the  four  major  American  farm  organizations  to  relieve  the  American 
farmer  from  the  penalty  of  the  tariff  on  baler  twine  under  existing  law 
through  passage  of  H.  R.  1005.  In  their  joint  testimony  before  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  the  representatives  of  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  National  Council  of  Farmer  Coopera¬ 
tives,  the  National  Farmers  Union,  and  the  National  Grange  urged 
that  passage  of  the  bill  is  in  the  public  interest  for  the  following  reasons: 

First,  to  carry  out  a  long-established  tariff  policy  of  Congress  to  admit  free 
binding  twine. 

Second,  to  increase  the  supply  of  baler  twine  available  in  this  country. 

Third,  to  bring  about  a  more  reasonable  price. 

Fourth,  to  provide  healthy  competition  in  which,  we  firmly  believe,  the  domestic 
producer  will  continue  to  retain  the  bulk  of  a  rapidly  expanding  market. 

Fifth,  to  protect  the  American  food  supply. 

A  favorable  report  on  the  bill  was  received  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  reported  that  the  bill  is  in 
accord  with  the  program  of  the  President. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 


In  compliance  with  subsection  4  of  rule  XXIX  of  the  Standing 
Rides  of  the  Senate,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill  are 
shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  in 
black  brackets;  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics;  existing  law  in  which 
no  change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman) : 


Paragraph  1622  of  Section  201  of  Title  II  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 

as  Amended 


Par.  1622.  All  binding  twine,  and  twine  chiefly  used  for  haling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  materials,  manufactured  from  New  Zealand  hemp, 
henequen,  manila,  istle  or  Tampico  fiber,  sisal  grass,  or  sunn,  or  a  mixture  of 
any  two  or  more  of  them,  of  single  ply  and  measuring  not  exceeding  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  feet  to  the  pound. 

o 


y 


■ 


■ 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  996 

H.  R.  1005 

[Report  No.  1050] 


IN  THE  SENATE  0E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

September  17  (legislative  day,  September  13),  1951 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance 

October  19  (legislative  day,  October  1),  1951 
Reported  by  Mr.  George,  without  amendment 


AN  ACT 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importa¬ 
tion  of  twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 
and  bedding  material. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  paragraph  1622  of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 

4  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 

5  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma  and  the  words  “and 

6  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder 

7  and  bedding  materials,”. 

8  Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  this  Act  shall  be  effec- 

9  tive  with  respect  to  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 


2 


1  house,  for  consumption  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 

2  this  Act. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  September  14, 

1951. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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Senate 

Friday,  October  19,  1951 
( Legislative  day  of  Monday,  October  1,  1951 ) 


The  Senate  met  at  12  o’clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Almighty  God,  under  the  all-em¬ 
bracing  canopy  of  Thy  goodness  and 
mercy  which  have  followed  us  all  the 
days  of  our  lives,  we  come  as  children  in 
our  Father’s  house.  Beneath  all  diver¬ 
sities  of  gifts  and  of  thought  we  seek  the 
common  unity  which  binds  us  together 
with  the  cords  of  Thy  brooding  love, 
which  will  not  let  us  go,  and  which 
seeketh  us,  even  in  perplexities  and  pain. 
Away  from  all  the  divisive  forces  of  the 
world  about  us,  which  tear  and  separate 
and  push  apart,  we  would  kneel  in  peni¬ 
tence  at  the  altar  of  the  one  God  whose 
love  shed  abroad  in  our  hearts  alone  can 
send  us  out  on  our  differing  and  often 
difficult  paths,  hoping  all  things  and 
enduring  all  things. 

From  the  valley  of  futility  and  despair 
we  lift  our  eyes  to  the  hills  of  eternal 
verities  which  stab  the  horizon  like  great 
and  glorious  steeples  pointing  to  the 
skies,  for  we  know  that  our  help  and  our 
hope  are  in  Thee,  who  hath  made  heaven 
and  earth.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  McFarland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday, 
October  18,  1951,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  bill  (S.  1311)  granting  the  consent 
of  Congress  to  a  compact  entered  into 
by  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Wyoming  relating  to  the 
waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  bill  (S.  210)  au¬ 
thorizing  the  naturalization  of  Jesus 
Juan  Llanderal,  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  numbered  4  to  the  bill  (S.  657) 
to  amend  and  clarify  the  District  of 
Columbia  Teachers’  Leave  Act  of  1949, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent 
resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  36)  authorizing 
the  appointment  of  14  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  participate  in  a  public  discussion 
of  problems  of  common  interest  with 
representatives  of  the  Consultative  As¬ 
sembly  of  the  Council  of  Europe,  with  an 


amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2094)  to  amend  the  act  of  August  7, 
1946,  so  as  to  authorize  the  making  of 
grants  for  hospital  facilities,  to  provide 
a  basis  for  repayment  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills  and 
joint  resolution,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cindy 
Eberhardt; 

H.  R.  827.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Manuel  J.  Casas  and  Mrs.  Julia  Nakpil  Casas; 

H.  R.  1161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRight; 

H.  R.  1267.  An  act  to  reimburse  the  Stamey 
Construction  Co.  and/or  the  Oklahoma 
Paving  Co.,  as  their  interests  appear; 

H.  R.  1828.  An  r.ct  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Szentgyorgyi  Mayer; 

H.  R.  1857.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Yao; 

H.  R.  1974.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Gemma  Kawamura; 

H.  R.  2662.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Thelma  A.  Nolen; 

H.  R.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne- 
liese  Barbara  Vollrath  and  Mrs.  Margarete 
Elise  Vollrath; 

H.  R.  2833.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rudolf 
Bing  and  Nina  Bing; 

H.  R.  2962.  An  act  for  the  frelief  of  Maude 
S.  Burman; 

H.  R.  3219.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Texas  to  hear,  deter¬ 
mine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Robert  E.  Vigus; 

H.  R.  3375.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Orinda  Josephine  Quigley; 

H.  R.  3569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Campbell  Boyd; 

H.  R.  3600.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alexander  Symeonidis; 

H.  R.  3668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
Yeh; 

H.  R.  3847.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  to  school  district 
No.  28,  Ronan,  Mont.,  a  patent  in  fee  to  cer¬ 
tain  Indian  land; 

H.  R.  3877.  An  aet  for  the  relief  of  Erlinda 
Maria  Bowers; 

H.  R.  3971.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Park; 

H.  R.  3985.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hai  Soon 
Lee; 

H.  R.  4130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Caroline 
Wu; 

H.  R.  4558.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Alberta  S.  Rozanski; 

H.  R.  4876.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fran¬ 
cesco  Fratalia; 

H.  R.  4877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Margherita  Caroli; 

H.  R.  5097.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
enter  into  amendatory  repayment  contracts 


under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5397.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dora  Troost; 

H.  R.  5730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Lund  Main;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  285.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
appropriate  participation  by  the  United 
States  in  commemoration  of  the  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  United  States  Military 
Academy. 

HOUSE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The  following  bills  and  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  were  severally  read  twice  by  their 
titles  and  referred  as  indicated : 

H.  R.  800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cindy 
Eberhardt; 

H.  R.  827.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Man¬ 
uel  J.  Casas  and  Mrs.  Julia  Nakpil  Casas; 

H.  R.  1161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRight; 

H.  R.  1267.  An  act  to  reimburse  the  Stamey 
Construction  Co.  and/or  the  Oklahoma  Pav¬ 
ing  Co.,  as  their  interests  appear; 

H.  R.  1828.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Szentgyorgyi  Mayer; 

H.  R.  1857.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Yao; 

H.  R.  1974.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Gemma  Kawamura; 

H.  R.  2662.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Thelma  A.  Nolen; 

H.  R.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne- 
liese  Barbara  Vollrath  and  Mrs.  Margarete 
Elise  Vollrath; 

H.R.  2833.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rudolf 
Bing  and  Nina  Bing; 

H.  R.  2962.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude 
S.  Burman; 

H.  R.  3219.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Texas  to  hear,  deter¬ 
mine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Robert  E.  Vigus; 

H.  R.  3375.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Orinda  Josephine  Quigley; 

H.  R.  3569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Campbell  Boyd; 

H.  R.  3600.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alex¬ 
ander  Symeonidis; 

H.  R.  3668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
Yeh; 

H.R.  3971.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Park; 

H.  R.  3985.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hai  Soon 
Lee; 

H.  R.  4130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Caroline 
Wu; 

H.  R.  4558.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Alberta  S.  Rozanski; 

H.  R.  4876.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fran¬ 
cesco  Fratalia; 

H.  R.  4877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Margherita  Caroli; 

H.  R.  5397.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dora  Troost;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  285.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
appropriate  participation  by  the  United 
States  in  commemoration  of  the  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  United  States  Military  Acad¬ 
emy;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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H.  R.  3847.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tarj\of  the  Interior  to  issue  to  school  dis¬ 
trict  Vo.  23,  Ronan,  Mont.,  a  patent  in  fee  to 
certain\Indian  land;  and 

H.  R.  5087.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  dur¬ 
ing  which,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
enter  into 'amendatory  repayment  contracts 
under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  and  for 
other  purpose^,,  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  A&airs. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  an¬ 
nounced  that  on  today,  October  19,  1951, 
he  signed  the  following  enrolled  bills, 
which  had  previously  been  signed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

S.  864.  An  act  to  provide  for  granting  to 
officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  Fire  Department  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  cl  Columbia,  and  the  White 'House  and 
United  States  Park  Police  forces  additional 
compensation  for  working  on  holidays; 

S.  1885.  An  act  to  readjust  size  and  weight 
limitations  on  fourth-class  (parcel  post) 
mail;  and 

S.  1967.  An  act  to  amend  or  repeal  certain 
laws  relating  to  Government  records,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Saltonstall  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Bennett  was 
granted  leave  to  be  absent  f  rom  the  ses¬ 
sions  of  the  Senate  today  and  tomorrow. 
On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Holland  was  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
tomorrow. 

TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators  be 
permitted  to  introduce  bills  and  joint 
resolutions,  present  petitions  and  me¬ 
morials,  and  submit  routine  matters  for 
the  record,  without  debate  and  without 
speeches 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  communication 
and  letters,  which  were  referred  as  indi¬ 
cated  : 

Proposed  Pp.ovision  Pertaining  to  Appro¬ 
priations  for  Federal  Security  Agency 
S.  Doc.  No.  — ) 

A  communication  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  provision  pertaining  to  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1952,  for  the  Federal  Secu¬ 
rity  Agency  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed. 

Relief  of  Certain  Officers  and  Employees 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Who  Suffered 
Losses  of  Fersonal  Property  by  Reason  of 
Hostilities  in  Korea 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans¬ 
mitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  for  the 
relief  of  certain  officers  and  employees  of  the 
Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States  and 
others,  who,  while  in  the  course  of  their 
respective  duties,  suffered  losses  of  personal 
property  by  reason  of  the  outbreak  of  hos¬ 
tilities  in  Korea  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Repayment  Contract  Negotiated  With  Ir¬ 
rigation  Districts  Comprising  the  Owy¬ 
hee  Federal  Reclamation  Project,  Idaho- 
Oregon 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  approve  a  repayment  contract 
negotiated  with  the  irrigation  districts  com¬ 


prising  the  Owyhee  Federal  reclamation  proj¬ 
ect,  Idaho-Oregon,  to  authorize  its  execution,^ 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  accompanying* 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  ' 

Repayment  Contract  Negotiated  With 
Frenchtown  Irrigation  District,  Mon¬ 
tana’ 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  to  approve  a  repayment 
contract  negotiated  with  the  Frenchtown 
Irrigation  District,  Montana,  to  authorize  its 
execution,  and  for  other  purposes  (with  ac-  f 
ccmpanying  papers ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  ; 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Repayment  Contracts  Negotiated  With  f 
Malta  and  Glasgow  Irrigation  Districts 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  to  approve  repayment 
contracts  negotiated  with  the  Malta  Irri¬ 
gation  District  and  the  Glasgow  Irrigation 
District,  to  authorize  their  execution  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Mutual  Aid  Compact  Between  States  of 
Alabama  and  Florida 
A  letter  from  the  Director,  Civil  Defense 
Department,  State  of  Alabama,  transmitting 
a  espy  of  the  Mutual  Aid  Compact  recently 
entered  into  between  the  States  of  Alabama 
and  Florida  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

REPORT  OF  JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  DE¬ 
FENSE  PRODUCTION  (S.  KEPT.  NO. 
1040) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  chairman  and 
vice  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Defense  Production,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  the  first  annual  report 
of  that  committee,  together  with  a  re¬ 
port  from  each  agency  performing  func¬ 
tions  under  law,  which  was  ordered  to 
be  printed,  with  illustrations. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  O'MAHONEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

H.  R.  3937.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
28,  1948  (62  Stat.  1061),  to  provide  for  the 
operation,  management,  maintenance,  and 
demolition  of  federally  acquired  properties 
fallowing  the  acquisition  of  such  properties 
and  before  the  establishment  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  National  Historical  Park,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1042). 

By  Mr.  McFARLAND,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

S.2169.  A  bill  authorizing  the  acquisition 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  Gila 
Pueblo,  in  Globe  County,  Ariz,  for  archaeo¬ 
logical  laboratory  and  storage  purposes,  and 
for  other  purposes;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
No.  1043). 

By  Mr.  LONG,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs; 

[  H.  R.  4288.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of 
the  Congress  to  the  negotiation  of  a  com¬ 
pact  relating  to  the  waters  of  the  Sabine 
River  by  the  States  of  Texas  and  Louisiana; 

Vwithout  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1044,) . 

By  Mr.  ECTON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

H.  R.  3838.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in 
fee  to  Joseph  Pickett;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1045); 

H.  R,  3840.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Laura  A.  Craig;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1046) ; 


H.  R.  4219.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Louis  W.  Milliken;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1047); 

H.  R.  4351.  A  hill  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Ursula  Rutherford  Ollinger;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1048);  and 

H.  R.  4352.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Mary  Rutherford  Spearson;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1049). 

By  Mr.  GEORGE,  from  the  Committee  on 
.  Finance : 


H.  R.  1005.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importation 
of  twine  used  for  bailing  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  material;  without 
amendment  (Rept-  No.  1050,1: 

H.  R.  2490.  A  bill  to  amend  the  penalty 
provisions  applicable  to  persons  convicted  of 
violating  certain  narcotic  laws,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
1051):;  / 

II.  E.  3590.  A  bill  relating  to  the  income- 
tax  treatment  of  gain  realized  on  an  involun¬ 
tary  conversion  of  property;  with  amend¬ 
ments  .(Rept.  No.  1052);  and 

H.  R.  494-8.  A  bill  to  suspend  certain  im¬ 
port  'duties  on  lead;  wit  han  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1053).. 

By  Mr.  McCLELLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works: 

H.  R.  4055.  A  bill  to  authorize  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  1-year  period  the  use  of  rivers  and 
harbors  appropriations  for  maintenance  of 
the  canal  from  -Cape  May  Harbor  to  Dela¬ 
ware  Bay  and  the  railroad  and  highway 
bridges  over  such  canal;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1054). 

DEVELOPMENT  AND  CONTROL  OF  ATOMIC 

ENERGY— REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

(S.  REPT.  NO.  1041) 

Mr.  McMAHON,  from  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Atomic  Energy,  submitted, 
pursuant  to  Fublic  Law  585,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress,  a  report  on  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  control  of  atomic  energy, 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PROGRESS  REPORT  ON  PROBLEMS  OF  DO¬ 
MESTIC  LAND  AND  WATER  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  INDUSTRY— STATEMENT  BY 

SENATOR  BRICKER  (S.  REPT.  NO.  1039) 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  make  a  short  statement  at  this 
time  in  regard  to  the  submission  to  the 
Senate  of  a  progress  report  on  the  do¬ 
mestic  land  and  water  transportation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  may  proceed. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  authorized  by  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Senate  a  progress  report  of 
the  Domestic  Land  and  Water  Transpor¬ 
tation  Subcommittee  of  that  group,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  extensive  hearings  held  dur¬ 
ing  the  Eighty-first  Congress  under  the 
authority  of  Senate  Resolution  50. 

I  know  that  public  comment  on  this 
report,  particularly  from  the  transporta¬ 
tion  industry,  will  reflect  the  controver¬ 
sies  which  now  exist  in  the  industry. 
There  are  few  subjects  in  this  report 
which  could  reasonably  be  called  non- 
controversiaL  On  the  other  hand,  in  my 
judgment,  there  is  no  more  important 
work  being  performed  by  your  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  than 
its  consideration  of  these  problems  in  the 
transportation  industry. 

I  want  to  emphasize  that  the  report  I 
am  offering  is  only  a  progress  report. 
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Vhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
ameridments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time.  \ 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

MRS.  flORA  TROOST 

Mr.  McCARRA’N.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  here  a  matter  to  which  I  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Readers  on  both 
sides,  and  I  shall  submit  a  unanimous- 
consent  request.  \ 

There  has  come  into  my  hand  House 
bill  5397,  which  provides  for  the  renat¬ 
uralization  of  a  woman  who  has  been 
away  from  this  country  for  some  time. 
The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  restore  to 
Mrs.  Dora  Troost  United  States  citizen¬ 
ship,  notwithstanding  any  period  of  res¬ 
idence  in  a  foreign  state,  provided  that 
she  returns  to  the  United  States  for  per¬ 
manent  residence  within  1  year  follow¬ 
ing  the  effective  date  of  the  act. 

The  beneficiary  of  the  bill  is  a  native 
of  Mexico  who  was  naturalized  in  the 
United  States  on  November  28,  1945. 
She  has  three  children  who  are  United 
States  citizens,  all  of  whom  are  residing 
in  the  United  States.  She  has  been  in 
the  Netherlands  West  Indies  with  her 
husband  for  over  3  years,  and  is  there¬ 
by  considered  to  have  lost  her  United 
States  citizenship,  by  reason  of  such 
residence  in  a 'foreign  country. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  I  report  fa¬ 
vorably  without  amendment  a  bill  (H.  R. 
5397)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Dora  Troost, 
and  I  submit  a  report  (No.  1056)  there¬ 
on.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  what 
precedent  this  bill  will  create?  If  re- 
naturalization  is  granted  to  a  woman 
who  has  been  out  of  the  country  for  over 
3  years,  are  there  other  cases  which  may 
be  similar,  and  are  such  cases  taken  up 
individually?  What  is  the  practice? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Every  case  stands 
on  its  own  feet  and  on  its  own  merits. 
This  case  would  not  be  presented  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary  at  this  time  if,  first  of  all,  the 
facts  of  the  case  had  not  been  examined 
thoroughly  by  the  committee’s  staff; 
and,  secondly,  if  we  did  not  believe  the 
case  had  sufficient  merit  so  that  it  should 
be  taken  up  out  of  the  regular  course 
and  enacted  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  other  words, 
time  is  of  such  essence  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  is  taking  this  un¬ 
usual  course. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  have  no  objection  unless  the  calendar 
committee  has  objection. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  we  have  checked  this 
matter,  and  the  calendar  committee  has 
no  objection  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 


The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
5397)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Dora  Troost. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  JOSEPH  PICKETT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3838)  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in 
fee  to  Joseph  Pickett.  \ 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  1, 
line  10,  after  the  word  “acres”,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  “The  prior  disposition  of 
the  homestead  lands  of  Joseph  Pickett 
is  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed.” 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  was  suggested  by  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  For  all 
practical  purposes  the  bill  without  the' 
amendment  would  probably  clear  up  the 
situation.  However,  in  view  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  I  think  it  would  be  best 
to  adopt  the  amendment  which  he  has 
suggested. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  What  Assistant 
Secretary  suggested  the  amendment? 

Mr.  ECTON.  It  is  recommended  by 
Assistant  Secretary  Dale  E.  Doty. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  amendment 
was  not  presented  to  the  committee 
when  the  committee  had  the  bill  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  ECTON.  No.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wyoming 
that  that  was  an  oversight. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  As  I  understand, 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Interior  Department  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  recommends  the  amendment. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Ecton], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  LAURA  A.  CRAIG 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3840)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  pat¬ 
ent  in  fee  to  Laura  A.  Craig  was  consid¬ 
ered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  LOUIS  W.  MILLIKIN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4219)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent 
in  fee  to  Louis  W.  Millikin  was  consid¬ 
ered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  URSULA  RUTHERFORD 
OLLINGER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4351)  authorizingythe 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent 
in  fee  to  Ursula  Rutherford  Ollinger  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  MARY  RUTHERFORD 
SPEARSON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4352)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent 
in  fee  to  Mary  Rutherford  Spearson  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

INDEPENDENCE  NATIONAL  HISTORICAL 
PARK 

The  bill  (II.  R.  3937)  to  amend  the 
act  of  June  28,  1948  (62  Stat.  1061)  toi 
provide  for  the  operation,  management, 
maintenance,  and  demolition  of  federally 
acquired  properties  following  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  such  properties  and  before  the 
establishment  of  the  Independence  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SABINE  RIVER  COMPACT  BETWEEN  TEXAS 
AND  LOUISIANA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4288)  granting  the 
consent  of  the  Congress  to  the  negotia^ 
tion  of  a  compact  relating  to  the  waters 
of  the  Sabine  River  by  the  States  of  Tex-?! 
as  and  Louisiana  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ACQUISITION  OF  GILA  PUEBLO,  ARIZONA, 
BY  SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

The  bill  (S.  2169)  authorizing  the  ac* 
quisition  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
of  the  Gila  Pueblo  in  Globe  County,  Ariz., 
for  archeological  laboratory  and  storage 
purposes,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  withhold 
his  objection  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  will  withhold  my  ob¬ 
jection  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
this  bill  involves  some  property  near 
Globe,  Ariz.,  known  as  the  Gila  Pueblo, 
which  consists  of  several  buildings  in 
excellent  condition.  The  buildings  were 
erected  by  a  private  individual  for  ar¬ 
chaeological  purposes.  They  cost  many 
times  the  price  for  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  now  obtain  them.  These  build¬ 
ings  would  constitute  a  fine  monument 
for  the  Government.  The  property  is 
valuable.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not 
object  to  the  Government  having  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  this  property  at  the  price  stip¬ 
ulated.  I  cannot  see  why  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mi’.  President,  I  pre¬ 
sume  there  is  some  merit  in  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  However, 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  knows  that 
the  larger  portion  of  the  area  of  Arizona 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  All  this  bill  would  do  would  be 
to  add  more  land  to  the  holdings  of  the 
Government,  land  which  is  possibly  now 
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on  the  tax  rolls  of  Arizona.  If  it  were 
transferred  to  the  Federal  Government 
it  would  be  taken  off  the  tax  rolls.  For 
that  reason  I  do  not  see  why  the  bill 
should  pass  by  unanimous  consent  on  the 
call  of  the  calendar.  I  object. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  withhold  his  objec¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  No  one  depre¬ 
ciates  the  idea  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  talcing  over  private  land  holdings 
any  more  than  does  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arizona,  and  particularly  in  Ari¬ 
zona  where  it  already  is  the  largest  land 
owner.  However,  this  property  is  of  par¬ 
ticular  value  to  the  State.  Because  of 
the  archaeological  history  involved  and 
the  work  which  has  been  done  in  the  past 
making  this  a  noteworthy  monument  it 
is  believed  that  this  property  will  be  more 
valuable  to  the  State  if  it  is  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Federal  Government 
than  it  would  be  if  it  were  to  remain  in 
private  ownership.  Of  course,  if  we  have 
to  take  the  bill,  up  in  the  regular  order, 
we  can  do  so,  but  the  property  will  de¬ 
teriorate  that  much  more  in  the  mean¬ 
time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  one  further  word.  Once  upon  a 
time  the  State  of  New  Mexico  owned  the 
Carlsbad  National  Monument.  It  was 
the  property  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 
Foolishly  we  passed  a  bill  similar  to  the 
bill  which  is  now  under  discussion,  and 
we  have  been  sorry  ever  since.  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  Clerk  will  state  the  next  bill  on 

the  calendar.  _ 

FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  CERTAIN  KINDS 
OF  TWINE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free 
importation  of  twine  used  for  baling 
hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding 
material  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  ask  some  questions  with 
regard  to  the  bill.  As  I  understand,  the 
bill  would  permit  free  importation  of 
twine  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and 
other  fodder  and  bedding  material.  My 
interest  in  it  is  that  in  Massachusetts 
there  is  located  one  of  the  largest  fac¬ 
tories  for  making  twine  in  the  country, 
the  Plymouth  Cordage  Company.  Other 
cordage  companies  ai'e  also  interested. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  this  question:  Is  not  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  twine  given  in  the  bill  very  indef¬ 
inite?  I  ask  the  question  because  I  feel 
that  there  should  be  some  protection 
given  not  only  to  the  American  manu¬ 
facturer,  who  wants  to  be  protected  from 
the  importation  of  cheaper  grades  of 
twine  than  the  type  ho  manufactures, 
but  also  to  the  American  farmer,  so  that 
he  may  buy  imported  twine,  if  he  so  de¬ 
sires,  which  would  work  in  his  combine, 
and  not  fail  him.  „ 


I  know  that  in  the  committee  an 
amendment  was  offered  to  define  twine; 
and  I  should  like  to  read  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  definition,  with  the 
thought  that  posssibly  he  could  give  me 
an  idea  as  to  whether  it  represents  his 
interpretation  of  what  the  bill  means. 
The  definition  is: 

All  binding  twine  and  baler  twine  manu¬ 
factured  from  New  Zealand  hemp,  henequen, 
manila,  istle  or  Tampico  fiber,  sistal  grass, 
or  sunn,  or  a  mixture  of  any  two  or  more  of 
them,  of  single  ply,  measuring  not  exceed¬ 
ing  750  feet  to  the  pound  containing  not  less 
than  8  percent  of  oil  by  weight,  treated  to 
repel  insects  and  rodents,  and  in  the  case  of 
baler  twine  to  resist  mildew,  and  chiefly  used 
in  harvesting  agricultural  crops. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  if  that 
definition  of  what  it  meant  by  baler 
twine  were  included  it  would  be  a  very 
proper  bill,  because  it  would  keep  up  the 
grade  of  the  twine  which  would  come 
into  this  country  and  be  of  value  not 
only  to  the  farmer  but  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer  also. 

I  would  appreciate  it  very  much  if  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
would  state  whether  the  definition  which 
I  have  read  represents  his  understand¬ 
ing  of  what  is  meant  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  A  portion  of  that 
definition,  of  course',  is  provided  in  the 
law,  and  I  call  attention  to  paragraph 
1622  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1832.  It  reads 
as  follows: 

All  binding  twine — 

That  is  the  present  law;  the  bill  adds— 
and  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw, 
and  other  fodder  and  bedding  materials— 

That  is  the  only  language  added;  then 
follows  the  remander  of  section  1622 — . 
manufactured  from  New  Zealand  hemp, 
henequen,  manila,  istle  or  Tampico  fiber, 
sisal  grass,  or  sunn,  or  a  mixture  of  any  two 
or  more  of  them,  of  single  ply  and  measuring 
not  exceeding  750  feet  to  the  pound. 

Thus  far  the  definition  is  prescribed 
by  law.  With  reference  to  the  oil  con¬ 
tent  of  the  baler  twine,  I  must  frankly 
say  that  I  do  not  know,  except  that  from 
the  actual  use  of  the  baler  twine  I  should 
think  that  if  it  had  *no  oil  it  would  be  a 
very  inferior  type  of  twine,  and  could 
not  be  easily  used  in  the  modern  reaper, 
binder,  combine,  or  other  machines  in 
which  such  twine  is  used. 

Mr.  •  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  oil  content  should  be  under  any 
proper  definition. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  oil  is  the  result  of 
a  treating  process  designed  to  keep  in¬ 
sects  away  from  the  twine.  If  twine 
were  not  treated  crickets  would  cut  it 
the  very  first  night  it  was  put  in  the 
bundle  or  bale.  Oil  is  used  as  a  treating 
process  to  protect  the  twine  from  insects. 
The  act  has  protected  the  producer  and 
the  user  of  the  twine,  so  far  as  binding 
a  bundle  or  bale  is  concerned.  What  is 
being  done  today  is  to  keep  pace  with, 
progress  in  America,  because  the  har¬ 
vester  has  been  replaced  by  the  combine. 
In  order  to  salvage  the  straw,  the  baler 
goes  into  the  field  and  picks  up  the  straw 


and  bales  it.  It  is  a  part  of  the  revolu¬ 
tion  in  agriculture.  That  was  the  only 
reason  why  producer  and  farm  organiza¬ 
tions  have  asked  for  the  same  considera¬ 
tion  for  baler  twine  as  was  extended  to 
the  binder  twine  in  earlier  years. 

A  bale  can  be  bound  with  either  wire  or 
twine.  Some  farmers  prefer  twine,  while 
others  prefer  wire.  With  this  duty  on 
the  twine,  of  course,  the  cost  of  binding 
a  bale  is  higher.  Therefore,  they  have 
asked  that  the  duty  be  waived. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  would  think  that  in 
general  the  definition  which  was  read  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  would  be  the 
definition  the  customs  officials  would 
adopt.  I  am  speaking  generally,  because 
I  have  no  very  definite  knowledge  about 
how  the  twine  is  treated  and  what  the 
oil  content  is.  I  agree  entirely  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  Thye]  that  twine  must  have 
oil  treatment  in  order  to  make  it  usable 
and  in  order  to  preserve  it  against  ro¬ 
dents  and  insects. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with  the 
purposes  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  use  baler  twine  myself  on 
my  little  place  in  Massachusetts.  What 
I  should  like  to  emphasize  as  best  I  can 
is  this:  Do  not  the  words  “chiefly  used 
for  baling  hay,”  and  so  forth,  let  down 
the  whole  restrictive  content  of  para¬ 
graph  1622?  I  may  say  that  when  baler 
twine  came  in  it  would  come  in  as  a  very 
inferior  grade,  if  it  were  argued  that  it 
would  be  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay. 
That  is  what  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Record  show. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  would  say  that  the 
section  is  rather  vague,  but  I  believe  the 
customs  officials  can  be  relied  upon  to 
define  it  in  a  way  that  would  substan¬ 
tially  agree  with  the  definition  which  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  suggested. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  that  be  true, 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  citizens  of 
Massachusetts  who  are  interested  in  this 
subject  would  have  any  great  objection. 
Is  it  not  true  that  a  lawsuit  will  have  to 
be  brought  or  an  interpretation  made  by 
Customs  Court  in  order  to  get  a  regu¬ 
lation  interpreting  the  provision? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  believe  that  is  cor¬ 
rect.  I  think  the  Department  will  have 
to  work  out  an  interpretive  regulation, 
which  will  probably  be  passed  upon  by 
the  Customs  Court..  That  was  true  in  the 
case  of  binding  twine  when  we  put  it 
into  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  the  feeling 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  such  a 
ruling  by  the  Customs  Court  should  in 
substance  carry  out  the  definition  I  read 
and  which  the  Senator  feels  is  proper? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  so.  I  should 
say  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Georgia.  Under  those  cir¬ 
cumstances  I  will  not  submit  the  defini¬ 
tion  I  have  read  as  an  amendment  to  the 
bill,  because  we  can  get  the  same  result 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  13997 


by  a  Customs  Court  interpretation  and  a 
regulation  based  thereon. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a  tele¬ 
gram  which  I  received  this  morning  from 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 
National  Farmers’  Union,  Council  of 
Farmer  Cooperatives,  and  the  National 
Grange. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C.,  October  20,  1951. 
Hon.  Walter  P.  George, 

United  States  Senate: 

Any  proposed  rider  amendments  to  H,  E. 
1005  of  unrelated  nature  are  a  threat  to 
enactment  of  this  vital  legislation  at  this 
session  of  Congress.  We  hope  you  will  oppose 
such  moves  and  give  the  American  farmer 
prompt  relief  in  the  supply  of  haler  twine 
which  is  important  in  food  production. 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

National  Farmers  Union. 

Council  of  Farmer  Cooperatives. 

National  Grange. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  cor¬ 
rect  a  misstatement  of  mine? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  said  that  my 
Massachusetts  constituents  would  not 
object.  Of  course,  they  object  to  the  bill, 
but,  in  view  of  the  remarks  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia,  the  bill  is  improved 
considerably. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  if  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will 
yield,  I  should  like  to  assure  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
that  in  connection  with  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  House  bill,  there  was  consid¬ 
erable  discussion  along  the  line  of  the 
amendment,  or  definition,  or  description 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  just 
read.  For  his  information,  I  may  say 
that  the  four  farm  organizations  whose 
telegrams  were  just  placed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  in  connection  with  their  endorse¬ 
ment  of  this  measure,  and  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  Cordage  Institute,  as  I  un¬ 
derstood,  were  practically  in  agreement 
on  the  definition  the  Senator  read  into 
the  Record  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  because  I  know 
he  is  interested  in  this  matter,  and  I 
know  he  wants  to  have  the  best  possible 
ball  of  twine  made  available,  as  does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota.  So  I  hope  the 
regulation  will  be  interpreted  in  the 
proper  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
Is  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1005)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  following  bills  of  the  Senate: 

S.  1320.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  for 


?  ; 

equality  of  grade,  pay,  and  allowance  be¬ 
tween  certain  officers  of  the  Public  Health 
sVvlce  and  comparable  officers  of  the  Army, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S.\1629.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
29,  1884,  as  amended,  to  permit  the  inter¬ 
state  inovement,  for  immediate  slaughter,  of 
domestic  animals  which  have  reacted  to  a 
test  foX  paratuberculosis  or  which,  never 
having  bfeen  vaccinated  for  brucellosis,  have 
reacted  to.  a  test  for  brucellosis;  and  for 
i  other  purposes; 

S.  1931.  Am  act  for  the  relief  of  Joyce 
;  Jacqualyn  Johnson; 

S.  1S80.  An  \ct  for  the  relief  of  Adelheid 
Wichman  (now  Adelheid  Wattschies) ; 

S.  2041.  An  a&£  for  the  relief  of  Meiko 
Shindo;  and 

S.  2228.  An  aot  for  the  relief  of  William 
Elden  Joslin.  - 

\ 

The  message  alsX  announced  that  the 
|  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
j  Committee  of  Conference  on  the  disa¬ 
greeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendents  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5634)  making  appropriations  for 
Mutual  Security  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  pur- 
|  poses,  and  that  the  House  receded  from 
|  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Sqnate  No.  6  to  the  bill,  and  con- 
j  curred  therein.  \ 

The  message  further  announced  that 
i  the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
|  the  Committee  .of  Conference  on  the  dis- 
|  agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  dp  the 
I  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(FI.  R.  5215)  making  supplemental  qp- 
|  propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  purposed; 
that  the  House  had  receded  from  its. 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  11, 
17,  26,  28,  32,  37,  40,  48,  56,  57,  58,  59, 
70,  93,  and  101  to  the  bill,  and  concurred 
therein,  and  that  the  House  receded 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  14,  27,  33,  35, 
36,  39,  40,  73,  87,  105,  and  110,  and  con¬ 
curred  therein,  severally  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  in  which  it  requested  the  con¬ 
currence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  3889.  An  act  to  amend  certain  titles 
of  the  United  States  Code,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  and 

H.  R.  5593.  An  act  authorizing  the  Sabine 
Lake  Bridge  and  Causeway  Authority,  here¬ 
by  created,  and  its  successors,  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  bridges  over  Sabine 
Lake,  at  or  near  Port  Arthur,  Tex.;  to  con- 
!  struct,  maintain,  and  operate  all  causeways, 
approaches,  and  appurtenances  pertaining 
thereto;  and  to  finance  said  objects  by  the 
i  issuance  of  bonds  secured  by  the  said  prop- 
:  erties  and  income  and  revenues;  and  for 
:  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  5329.  An  act  to  Increase  the  salaries 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  the  United  States 
Park  Police,  the  White  House  Police,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Fire  Department  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  employees  of  the  Board  of 
Education  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
H.  R.  5411.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law3 
Nos.  815  and  874  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress 
with  respect  to  schools  in  critical  defense- 
housing  areas,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bill  and 
joint  resolution,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  4749.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  to  return  certain  lands 
to  the  Police  Jury  of  Caddo  Parish,  La.;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  351.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  second  regular  sessioiyof  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  shall  begin  at  noon  on  Tues¬ 
day,  January  8,  1952. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.' Res.  170)  providing 
for  the  printing/  of  35,500  additional 
copies  of  the  public  law  enacted  during 
the  Eighty-second  Congress,  first  ses¬ 
sion,  entitled  “Revenue  Act  of  1951,”  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4749)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  return  cer¬ 
tain  lands  to  the  Police  Jury  of  Caddo 
Parish,  La.,  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry, 

PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES  OF 
REVENUE  ACT  OF  1951 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  House  Concurrent  Reso¬ 
lution  170,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
( the  Senate  concurring),  That  there  be 
printed  35,500  additional  copies  of  the  public 
law  enacted  during  the  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  first  session,  entitled  “Revenue  Act  of 
1951,”  of  which  3,000  copies  shall  be  for  the 
Senate  Document  Room,  30.000  copies  for 
the  House  Document  Room,  1,000  copies  for 
'  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  and  1,500 
Copies  for  the  House  Committee  on  Ways 
aVid  Means. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion.  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona? 

There  b\ing  no  objection,  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

\  . 

CONFIRMATION  OF  NOMINATIONS— 

DEPUTY  DIRECTOR  FOR  MUTUAL 

SECURITY 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  report  favorably  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Richard  M.  Bissell,  Jr.,  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mu¬ 
tual  Security:  and  I  request  the  imme¬ 
diate  consideration  of  the  nomination. 
Mr.  Bissell  is  to  be  next  in  authority  to 
Mr.  Harriman.  We  could  not  bring  for¬ 
ward  Mr.  Bissell’s  nomination  until  Mr. 
Harriman’s  nomination  had  been  con¬ 
firmed.  Therefore,  I  should  like  to  have 
Mr.  Bissell’s  nomination  confirmed  at 
this  time,  because  the  nomination  is  a 
very  important  one. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas?  The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  question  is,  as  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
to  this  nomination? 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 

I  happen  to  know  Mr.  Bissell  because  he 
comes  from  Massachusetts.  He  has  been 
Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration,  and  more 
recently  he  has  served  as  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  EGA.  He  is  well  quali¬ 
fied  for  the  new  position  to  which  he 
has  been  nominated.  The  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Harriman  as 
Director  for  Mutual  Security  makes  it 
important  that  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bissell  to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual 
Security  be  confirmed  before  the  end  of 
this  session.  I  know  of  no  objection  to 
the  nomination,  and  I  see  no  reason  why 
the  nomination  should  not  be  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Without  objection,  the  nomination  is 
confirmed;  and  without  objection',  the 
President  will  be  notified  immediately  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination.  \ 
DEPARTMENT  OP  JUSTICE 

Mr.  MCFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
now  that  we  are  proceeding  as  in  execu¬ 
tive  session,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  one  nomination  on  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Calendar  be  considered  at  this  time, 
as  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  nomination  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Joseph  Charles  Duggan,  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  to  be  an  Assistant  Attorney 
General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Without  objection,  the  nomination  is 
confirmed;  and,  without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified  forthwith  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination. 

PENALTIES  FOR  VIOLATIONS  OP 
NARCOTICS  LAV/S 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3480)  to  amend  the 
penalty  provisions  applicable  to  persons 
convicted  of  violating  certain  narcotics 
laws,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
the  bill?  The  Chair  hears  none; 
without  objection - 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  i;.4iink 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  h^ve  this 
bill  passed  without  having  a  brief  com¬ 
ment  made.  / 

I  cannot  emphasize  too  strongly  the 
necessity  for  and  the  benefits  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  more  stringent  legislation  to 
curj^the  widespread  traffic  in  narcotic 
drugs.  r 

The  recent  Nation-wide  indignation, 
which  directly  steins  from  investigations 
and  hearings  by  .the  Senate  Crime  Com¬ 
mittee,  indicates  the  gravity  of  the 
problem. 

When  thijr  Senate  extended  the  life  of 
our  cominittee,  and  I  was  designated 
chairman,  we  made  this  problem  our  No. 
1  assignment.  Unfortunately,  before 
thatybnly  scant  attention  had  been  given 
this.1  curse;  and  in  those  instances  the 
activity  was  confined  to  a  single  locality. 
Our  investigation  was  launched  on  a 


Nation-wide  basis,  and  the  revelations 
and  disclosures  were  such  that  we  con¬ 
cluded  it  was  imperative  that  drastic 
action  be  taken. 

Our  Senate  committee  came  to  the 
conclusion  that,  first,  the  illicit  traffic  in 
narcotics  constitutes  an  evil  of  such 
great  proportions  that,  unless  curbed,  it 
will  endanger  the  social  structure  of  t'  v 
United  States  and  inflict  irreparable 
harm  to  the  youth  of  the  Nation. 

Second,  the  increase  in  the  use  by 
younger  people  of  drugs  has  been  shock¬ 
ing.  Not  only  do  the  records  of  hos¬ 
pitals  reveal  this,  but  information  gath¬ 
ered  by  thfe  committee  points  unmistak¬ 
ably  to  the  upward  trend  in  this  nar¬ 
cotic  addiction. 

Third,  because  the  traffic  in  narcotic 
drugs  pays  hugh  profits  to  the  most  de¬ 
praved  of  the  criminal  elements,  the  ped¬ 
dlers  are  ready  to  wreck  the  lives  of 
children  in  order  to  obtain  the  enormous 
income. 

Fourth,  penalties  for  violations  must 
be  increased.  Short  sentences  do  not  act 
as  a  deterrent  to  the  professional  ped¬ 
dlers,  and  suspended  sentences  defeat 
th'%  very  purposes  of  the  lav/s.  • 

Our  committee  held  hearings  at  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service  hos¬ 
pital  at'Lexington,  Ky„  and  secured  first¬ 
hand  information  as  to  the  extent  of  this 
problem  and  the  terrible  results  of  ad¬ 
diction.  Later  we  held  public  hearings, 
and  the  information  that  .was  disclosed 
proved  conclusively  that  Jmis  problem  is 
a  challenging  ofie.  Unfortunately,  some 
of  the  Federal  courts  iorrhe  past  have  not 
faced  this  situation  realistically,  and,  as 
a  result,  short  sentences  have  been  im¬ 
posed.  The  professional  drug  peddler 
responsible  forylie  widespread  use  has 
been  able  to  r@uirn  to  his  illicit  trade  all 
too  soon. 

Our  expedience  in  the  survey  of  crim¬ 
inal  activities  showed  cleanly  that 
lengthy/ sentences  imposed  promptly 
Conviction  of  criminal  offenses 
hav  very  salutary  effect.  The  history 
instances  of  drastic  legislation, 
at  the  Federal  level  and  at  the  Stat«e 
Svel,  leaves  no  doubt  that  criminals  ares, 
aware  of  this  situation.  Consequently, 
our  committee  took  the  lead  in  urging, 
the  enactment  of  legislation  for  lengthy 
sentences  for  this  type  of  offense.  I,  as 
chairman  of  the  committee  which  proj¬ 
ected  this  Nation-wide  effort,  express  the 
hope  that  this  proposed  legislation  will 
be  enacted  and  made  effective  forthwith, 
inasmuch  as  offenses  of  this  type  require 
lengthy  prison  sentences,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3490)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  yield  to  me,  to  permit  me  to  make 
a  unanimous-consent  request  for  an  in¬ 
sertion  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes;  if  I  may  do  so 
without  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  in  connection  with  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  House  bill  3490,  Calendar  No. 
997,  a  bill  amending  the  penalty  'provi¬ 
sions  applicable  to  persons  convicted  of 
violating  certain  narcotics  lays,  a  brief 
statement,  together  with  ej^erpts  from 
the  testimony  of  Dr.  Anslinger,  as  to  the 
'great  importance  of  tha/  measure. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  excerpts  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Kefauver 

This  bill  (H.  R..$490)  whichfis  the  same 
as  the  Senate  bill  1695  filed  by  me  and  spon¬ 
sored  by  Senators  O’Conor,  Hunt,  T03EY, 
and  Wiley,  the'  members  of  the  Senate  Crime 
Investigating  Committee,  Is  one  of  the  most 
important  proposals  made  in  this  session  of 
Congress.  '  Its  enactment  will  put  into  effect 
recommendation  No.  12  of  the  Senate  Crime 
Committee  as  set  forth  in  the  third  interim 
report.  It  sets  up  mandatory  penalties  for 
persons  convicted  of  narcptic  selling  and 
other  violations.  Sentences  after  the  first 
pne  cannot  be  suspended. 

I  shall  not  discuss  the  lives  and  homes 
Wrecked  by  narcotic  violators.  It  is  one  of 
the  Nation’s  foremost  problems.  Mr.  Ans¬ 
linger,  the  very  capable  head  of  the  Federal 
Narcotics  Bureau  is  doing  an  excellent  job 
with  the  staff  furnished  him  and  with  the 
weak  laws  now  on  the  statute  books.  He 
feels  and  the'  Crime  Committee  feel  that 
this  mandatory-penalty  law  was  the  one  most 
needed  piece  of  legislation  in  the  effort 
against  the  narcotic  peddlers. 

The  Senate  Crime  Committee  in  its  third 
interim  report  has  this  to  say  as  to  the  need 
for  this  legislation: 

“XII.  THE  PENALTIES  AGAINST  THE  ILLEGAL  SALE, 

DISTRIBUTION,  AND  SMUGGLING  OF  NARCOTIC 

DRUGS  SHOULD  BE  SUBSTANTIALLY  INCREASED 

“We  have  seen  that  there  has  been  a  seri¬ 
ous  increase  in  the  narcotics  traffic,  particu¬ 
larly  among  teen-agers:  One  of  the  ways  to 
curb  that  traffic  is  through  the  imposition  of 
severe  penalties.  Mr.  Harry  Anslinger,  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Narcotics,  testified  before  this 
committee  that — 

“  ‘The  average  prison  sentence  meted  out 
in  the  Federal  courts  is  18  months.  Short 
sentences  do  not  deter.  In  districts  where 
we  get '  good  sentences  the  traffic  does  not 
flourish.  *  *  *  Both  the  League  of  Na¬ 

tions  and  the  United  Nations  h&ve  recom- 
,  mended  more  severe  sentences  as  one  of  the 
best  methods  to  suppress  the  traffic. 

“  ‘In  many  countries  that  has  been  very 
effective. 

***** 

\  - 

“  ‘There  should  be  a  minimum  sentence 
for  the'  second  offense.  The  commercialized 
transaction, -the  peddler,  the  smuggler,  those 
who  traffic  in  narcotics,  on  the  second  of¬ 
fense  if  there  were  a  minimum  sentence  of 
5  years  without  probation  or  parole,  I  think 
it  would  just  about  dry  up  the  traffic.’ 

“In  the  light  of  this  testimony,  Congress 
should  pass  legislation  to  provide  for  in¬ 
creased  penalties  for  drug  peddlers  and  oth¬ 
ers  engaged  in  the  commercialized  aspects 
of  the  drug  traffic.  Mandatory  penalties  of 
imprisonment  of  at  least  5  years  should  be 
provided  for  second  offenders.  Such  legisla¬ 
tion  is  now  pending  in  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  where  it  is  receiving  the  care¬ 
ful  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means.” 

Following  this  report  S.  1695  was  filed  by 
the  junor  Senator  from  Tennessee  on  June 
18.  Meantime  Congressman  Boggs  had  filed 
and  was  pushing  for  passage  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  Con¬ 
gressman  Boggs,  Senator  George  and  their 
associates  on  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Fi- 
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Public  Law  219  -  82d  Congress 
Chapter  587  -  1st  Session 
H.  R.  1005 


AN  ACT 


All  65  Stat.  655. 


To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  provide  for  the  free  importation  of  twine 
used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  fodder  and  bedding  material. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  paragraph 

of  section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  is  46  stat.  675. 
inded  by  inserting  after  the  words  “binding  twine”  a  comma  and  19  u.s.c.  §  1201, 
the  words  “and  twine  chiefly  used  for  baling  hay,  straw,  and  other  par.  1622. 
fodder  and  bedding  materials”.  '  ’ 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  Act  shall  be  effective  with  Effeotlve  date, 
respect  to  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act. 

Approved  October  25,  1951'. 
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